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Rules and Regulations 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

PART 132—REGISTRATION OF 
PRODUCERS OF DRUGS 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has considered the views and comments 
submitted in response to the notice of 
proposed rule making published in the 
Federal Register of February 14, 1963 
(28 F.R. 1457), and has concluded that 
the regulations proposed, with changes 
as shown, should be adopted, effective 
as of the date of publication. 

PART 132—REGISTRATION OF 
PRODUCERS OF DRUGS 

Subpart A—Definitions 

Sec. 

132.1 Definitions. 

Subpart B—Procedures for Domestic Drug 
Establishments 

132.2 Who must register. 

132.3 Times for registration. 

132.4 How and where to register. 

132.5 Notification of registration require¬ 

ments. 

132.6 Information required. 

132.7 Additional information requested. 

132.8 Notification of registrant. 

132.9 Inspection of registration. 

132.10 Amendments to registration. 

132.11 Misbranding by reference to registra¬ 

tion. 

Subpart C—Procedures for Foreign Drug 
Establishments [Reserved! 

Subpart D—Exemptions 

132.51 Exemptions for domestic establish¬ 
ments. 

Authority: §§ 132.1 to 132.51 issued under 
secs. 510, 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as amended, 
76 Stat. 794; 21 U.S.C. 360, 371. 

Subpart A-—Definitions 

§ 132.1 Definitions. 

(a) As used in this part, the term 
“act” means the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act approved June 25, 1938 
(52 Stat. 1040 et seq., as amended; 21 
U.S.C. 301-392). 

(b) “Initial registration” means the 
registration of drug establishments in 
existence on October 9, 1962, which was 
the day preceding enactment of the reg¬ 
istration requirement. 

(c) “New registration” means the reg¬ 
istration of a new or additional drug 
establishment which commences opera¬ 
tion after October 9,1962. 

(d) “Reregistration” means the reg¬ 
istration procedure that must be com¬ 
plied with on or before each December 
31 following the initial or new registra¬ 
tion. 

(e) “Establishment” means a place of 
business under one management at one 
general physical location. The term in¬ 


cludes, among others, independent lab¬ 
oratories that engage in control activ¬ 
ities for registered drug establishments 
(e.g., “consulting” laboratories) and 
manufacturers of medicated feeds and 
of vitamin products that are “drugs” 
within the meaning of section 201(g) 
of the act. 

(f) “Manufacture, preparation, prop¬ 
agation, compounding, or “processing” 
of a drug or drugs, as used in this part, 
means the making by chemical, physical, 
biological, or other procedures of any 
articles which meet the definition of 
drugs as defined in section 201(g) of 
the act, and including manipulation, 
sampling, testing, or control procedures 
applied to the final product or to any 
part of the process. The term includes 
repackaging or otherwise changing the 
container, wrapper, or labeling of any 
drug package in furtherance of the dis¬ 
tribution of the drug from the original 
place of manufacture to the person who 
makes final delivery or sale to the ulti¬ 
mate consumer. 

(g) The definitions and interpreta¬ 
tions contained in sections 201 and 510 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act shall be applicable to such terms 
when used in the regulations in this 
Part 132. 

Subpart B—Procedures for Domestic 
Drug Establishments 

§ 132.2 Who must register. 

Owners or operators of all drug estab¬ 
lishments not exempt under section 510 
(g) of the act or subpart D of this Part 
132 that engage in the manufacture, 
preparation, propagation, compounding, 
or processing of a drug or drugs are re¬ 
quired to register. Such owners or op¬ 
erators are required to register, whether 
or not the output of such establishment 
enters interstate commerce. No regis¬ 
tration fee is required. 

§ 132.3 Times for registration. 

Initial registration for calendar years 
1962 and 1963 shall be before May 1,1963. 
Reregistration for subsequent years, be¬ 
ginning with calendar year 1964, shall 
be between November 15 and Decem¬ 
ber 31 of the previous year. Initial reg¬ 
istration must be postmarked no later 
than midnight, April 30,1963; new regis¬ 
tration no later than midnight 5 days 
subsequent to the beginning of opera¬ 
tions as defined in § 132.1(f), and re¬ 
registration no later than midnight 
December 31, 1963, and December 31 
of each year thereafter. 

§ 132.4 How and where to register. 

Registration will be by Form FD-1581 
which will be available at the Food and 
Drug Administration, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., or at any of the district 
offices of the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion listed below; 


Food and Drug Administration, 60 Eightli 
Street NE., Atlanta 9, Ga. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 800, 
U.S. Appraisers Stores Building, 103 South 
Gay Street, Baltimore 2, Md. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 805. 
U.S. Appraisers Stores Building, 408 Atlantic 
Avenue, Boston 10, Mass. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 415, 
U.S. Post Office Building, Ellicott and South 
Division Streets, Buffalo 3, N.Y. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 1222, 
Main Post Office Building, 433 West Van 
Buren Street, Chicago 7, Ill. 

Food and Drug Administration, 1141 Cen¬ 
tral Parkway, Cincinnati 2, Ohio. 

Food and Drug Administration, 3032 Bryan 
Street, Dallas 4, Tex. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 573, 
New Customhouse Building, Nineteenth and 
Stout Streets, Denver 2, Colo. 

Food and Drug Administration, 1560 East 
Jefferson Avenue, Detroit 7, Mich. 

Food and Drug Administration, 1009 Cherry 
Street, Kansas City 6, Mo. 

Food and Drug Administration, 1521 West 
Pico Boulevard, Los Angeles 15, Calif. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 201, 
Federal Office Building, Washington and 
Third Avenue South, Minneapolis 1, Minn. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 222, 
U.S. Customhouse Building, 423 Canal Street, 
New Orleans 16, La. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 1200, 
U.S. Appraisers Stores Building, 201 Varick 
Street, New York 14, N.Y. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 1204, 
U.S. Customhouse Building, Second . and 
Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia 6, Pa. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 1007, 
U.S. Courthouse and Customhouse Building, 
1114 Market Street, St. Louis 1, Mo. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 518, 
Federal Office Building, 50 Fulton Street, San 
Francisco 2, Calif. 

Food and Drug Administration, Room 501, 
Federal Office Building, 909 First Avenue, 
Seattle 4, Wash. 

♦The completed form should be mailed 
to the Food and Drug Administration, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Washington 25, D.C., in an 
envelope plainly marked “Registration.” 

§ 132.3 Notification of registration re¬ 
quirements. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
will send these regulations and a copy 
of form FD-1581 to drug firms presently 
listed on mailing lists maintained by the 
Food and Drug Administration. He will 
also take other available steps to publi¬ 
cize the procedure and the need for 
registration. Failure to receive such 
notification, however, will not constitute 
adequate reason for failure to register. 

§ 132.6 Information required. 

The registration form shall be filled 
in with the name and street address of 
the drug establishment, including post 
office zone number, if any; the kind of 
ownership or operation (e.g., individually 
owned, partnership, or corporation) and 
the name of the owner or operator of 
such establishment. The term “name 
of owner” or “operator” shall include 
in the case of a partnership the name 
of each partner and in the case of a cor- 
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poration the name and title of each 
corporation officer and director, and the 
name of the State of incorporation. The 
information required shall be given sep¬ 
arately for each establishment as de¬ 
fined in § 132.1(e). 

§ 132.7 Additional information re¬ 
quested. 

For more efficient operation, addi¬ 
tional information not required by 
statute is being requested on the regis¬ 
tration form. This additional informa¬ 
tion consists of the Federal Social 
Security Employer Identification Number 
of the establishment, the classes of drugs 
handled by the establishment, and the 
kind of business operation, the approxi¬ 
mate gross sales of drugs during the last 
fiscal year, and whether the output of 
the firm enters interstate commerce. 

§ 132.3 Notification of registrant. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
will provide to the registrant a validated 
copy of the registration form as evidence 
of registration. No registration num¬ 
ber will be furnished. 

§ 132.9 Inspection of registration. 

A copy of the required information 
filed by the registrant pursuant to 
§ 132.6, but not the “additional informa¬ 
tion” furnished in accordance with 
§ 132.7, will be available for inspection 
pursuant to section 510(f) of the act, at 
the Division of Public Information, Food 
and Drug Administration, Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
Washington, D.C. In addition, there will 
be available for inspection at each of the 
Food and Drug Administration district 
offices listed in § 132.4 the same informa¬ 
tion for firms within the geographical 
area of such district office. Inquiries re¬ 
garding the location of any particular 
registration may be made at any Food 
and Drug Administration district office. 

§ 132.10 Amendments to registration. 

Changes in individual ownership, cor- # 
porate or partnership structure, or of 
street address shall be submitted as 
amendment to registration within 5 days 
of such changes. Changes in the names 
of officers and directors of corporations 
shall also be made a matter of record 
through amendment to registration 
within 30 days of such changes. 

§ 132.11 Misbranding by reference to 
registration. 

Registration of drug establishments 
does not in any way denote approval of 
the firm or its products. Any representa¬ 
tion that creates an impression of offi¬ 
cial approval because of registration will 
be considered misleading. 

Subpart C—Procedures for Foreign 

Drug Establishments [Reserved! 

Subpart D—Exemptions 

§ 132.51 Exemptions for domestic estab¬ 
lishments. 

The following classes of persons are 
exempt from registration in accordance 
with this part 132 under the provisions of 
section 510(g) (1), (2), and (3) of the 
act, or because the Commissioner has 
found, under section 510(g)(4), that 
such registration is not necessary for the 
protection of the public health. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

(a) Retail pharmacies in any State 
that are operating under applicable local 
laws regulating dispensing of prescrip¬ 
tion drugs, and who do not manufacture, 
prepare, propagate, compound, or proc¬ 
ess drugs for sale other than in the reg¬ 
ular course of their business of dispens¬ 
ing and selling drugs at retail. 

(b) Practitioners in any State who are 
licensed by law to prescribe or adminis¬ 
ter drugs and who manufacture, pre¬ 
pare, propagate, compound, or process 
drugs solely for use in the course of their 
professional practice. 

(c) Persons in any State who manu¬ 
facture, prepare, propagate, compound, 
or process drugs solely for use in re¬ 
search, teaching, or chemical analysis 
and not for sale. 

(d) Wholesale drug establishments 
that do not repackage or otherwise 
change the container or wrapper labeling 
of any drug packages, except that they 
may receive shipping cartons containing 
a number of individually and fully 
labeled packages of drugs the individual 
units of which they distribute without 
change. 

(e) Manufacturers of harmless in¬ 
active ingredients which are excipients, 
colorings, flavorings, emulsifiers, lubri¬ 
cants, preservatives or solvents that be¬ 
come components of drugs, and who 
otherwise would not be required to 
register under the provisions of this 
Part 132. 

(f) Persons in any State who use feed 
concentrates for feeding to their own 
meat animals: Provided, That these 
concentrates require only the addition 
of grains to make the final feeding ration 
and the process does not require the fil¬ 
ing of a new-drug application or an 
antibiotic Form 10 under the provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act, as amended. 

(g) Manufacturers in any State of a 
virus, serum, toxin, or analogous product 
intended for treatment of domestic ani¬ 
mals, who hold an unsuspended and un¬ 
revoked license issued by the Secretary 
of Agriculture under the animal virus- 
serum-toxin law of March 4, 1913 (37 
Stat. 832; 21 U.S.C. 151 et seq.) : Pro¬ 
vided, That such exemption from regis¬ 
tration shall apply only with respect to 
the manufacture of such animal virus, 
serum, toxin, or analogous product. 

(h) Manufacturers in any State of a 
virus, therapeutic serum, toxin, anti¬ 
toxin, or analogous product intended for 
the prevention, treatment, or cure of dis¬ 
eases or injuries of man, who hold an 
unsuspended and unrevoked license is¬ 
sued by the Secretary of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare under the Public 
Health Service Act of July 1, 1944 (58 
Stat. 682 as amended; 42 U.S.C. 201 et 
seq.): Provided, That such exemption 
from registration shall apply only to the 
manufacture of the virus, therapeutic 
serum, toxin, antitoxin, or analogous 
product. 

(Secs. 510, 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as amended, 
76 Stat. 794; 21 U.S.C. 360, 371) 

Dated: March 29, 1963. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3479; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:52 ajn.] 


Title 10—ATOMIC ENERGY 

Chapter I—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 50—LICENSING OF PRODUC¬ 
TION AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES 

PART 115—PROCEDURES FOR RE¬ 
VIEW OF CERTAIN NUCLEAR RE¬ 
ACTORS EXEMPTED FROM LICENS¬ 
ING REQUIREMENTS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

On October 12, 1961, the Atomic 
Energy Commission published in the 
Federal Register a notice of proposed 
rule making to revise Parts 50 and 115 
to include therein provisions for the des¬ 
ignation of individuals to be responsible 
for directing the licensed activities of 
licensed operators and the requirement 
that individuals so designated be licensed 
as supervisory operators pursuant to Part 
55. Requirements covering the presence 
or availability of supervisory operators 
were also included. 

The Commission has received many 
comments from interested persons and 
organizations. As a consequence, the 
proposed amendments have been re¬ 
written with incorporation of a number 
of these suggestions. The principal 
changes from the proposed amendments 
are as follows: 

1. The proposed term “supervisory 
operator” has been changed throughout 
to “senior operator”. The main reason 
for this change is to avoid any implica¬ 
tion that the Commission, in granting 
such a license, is expressing an opinion 
on whether the holder of the license is 
part of, or eligible for a management 
group. 

2. A definition of “controls” has been 
added as paragraph (t) in § 50.2 and as 
paragraph (m) in § 115.3. This addition 
is to conform with the definition in Part 
55. 

3. Section 50.54(j) has been redesig¬ 
nated as § 50.54(n) and a new § 50.54(j) 
has been added. The corresponding 
change in Part 115 is redesignation of 
§ 115.42(h) as § 115.42(1) and addi¬ 
tion of a new § 115.42(h). This change 
states that apparatus and mechanisms 
other than controls, the operation of 
which may affect the reactivity or power 
level of the facility shall be manipulated 
only with the knowledge and consent of 
a licensed operator of senior operator. 

4. Sections 50.54(m) and 115.42(k) 
have been revised to better describe the 
conditions during which the presence of 
a senior operator is required. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act of 1946, the following 
amendments to 10 CFR Parts 50 and 115 
are published as a document subject to 
codification to be effective 60 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

1. Add as a definition to § 50.2: 

(t) “Controls” when used with re¬ 
spect to nuclear reactors means appa¬ 
ratus and mechanisms, the manipulation 
of which directly affects the reactivity or 
power level of the reactor. “Controls” 
when used with respect to any other 
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facility means apparatus and mecha¬ 
nisms, the manipulation of which could 
affect the chemical, physical, metallur¬ 
gical, or nuclear process of the facility 
in such a manner as to affect the pro¬ 
tection of health and safety against 
radiation. 

2. Amend § 50.54(i) to read as follows: 

(i) Except as provided in § 55.9 of 
this chapter, the licensee shall not per¬ 
mit the manipulation of the controls of 
any facility by anyone who is not a 
licensed operator or senior operator as 
provided in Part 55 of this chapter. 

3. Redesignate § 50.54(j) as § 50.54(n) 
and add the following new paragraphs 
after § 50.54 (i): 

(j) Apparatus and mechanisms other 
than controls, the operation of which 
may affect the reactivity or power level 
of a reactor shall be manipulated only 
with the knowledge and consent of an 
operator or senior operator licensed pur¬ 
suant to Part 55 of this chapter present 
at the controls. 

(k) An operator or senior operator 
licensed pursuant to Part 55 of this chap¬ 
ter shall be present at the controls at 
all times during the operation of the 
facility. 

(l) The licensee shall designate indi¬ 
viduals to be responsible for directing 
the licensed activities of licensed opera¬ 
tors. These individuals shall be licensed 
as senior operators pursuant to Part 55 
of this chapter. 

(m) A senior operator licensed pur¬ 
suant to Part 55 of this chapter shall 
be present at the facility or readily avail¬ 
able on call at all times during its op¬ 
eration, and shall be present at the 
facility during initial start-up and ap¬ 
proach to power, recovery from an un¬ 
planned or unscheduled shut-down or 
significant reduction in power, and re¬ 
fueling, or as otherwise prescribed in 
the facility license. 

4. Add as a definition to § 115.3: 

(m) “Controls” when used with re¬ 
spect to nuclear reactors means appa¬ 
ratus and mechanisms the manipulation 
of which directly affects the reactivity 
or power level of the reactor. “Controls” 
when used with respect to any other 
facility means apparatus and mecha¬ 
nisms the manipulation of w T hich could 
affect the chemical, physical, or metal¬ 
lurgical, or nuclear process of the fa¬ 
cility in such a manner as to affect the 
protection of health and safety against 
radiation. 

5. Amend § 115.42(g) to read as 
follows: 

<g) Unless exempted by the terms of 
§ 55.9 of this chapter, only an operator 
or senior operator licensed pursuant to 
Part 55 of this chapter may manipulate 
controls of the facility. 

6. Redesignate § 115.42(h) as 
§ 115.42(1) and add the following new 
Paragraphs after § 115.42(g): 

(h) Apparatus and mechanisms other 
than controls the operation of which 
may affect the reactivity or power level 
of the facility shall be manipulated only 
with the knowledge and consent of an 


operator or senior operator licensed pur¬ 
suant to Part 55 of this chapter present 
at the controls. 

(i) An operator or senior operator li¬ 
censed pursuant to Part 55 of this chap¬ 
ter shall be present at the controls at 
all times during the operation of the 
facility. 

(j) The holder of an authorization 
shall designate individuals to be re¬ 
sponsible for directing the licensed ac¬ 
tivities of licensed operators. These 
individuals shall be licensed as senior 
operators pursuant to Part 55 of this 
chapter. 

(k) A senior operator licensed pursu¬ 
ant to Part 55 of this chapter shall be 
present at the facility or readily available 
on call at all times during its operation 
and shall be present at the facility during 
initial start-up and approach to power, 
recovery from an unplanned or un¬ 
scheduled shut-down or significant re¬ 
duction in power, and refueling, or as 
otherwise prescribed in the facility au¬ 
thorization. 

7. Revise § 115.80(c) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

(c) No individual may manipulate the 
controls of any facility authorized pur¬ 
suant to this part unless licensed as an 
operator or a senior operator pursuant 
to Part 55 of this chapter. 

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948, 42 U.S.C. 2201) 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 20th 
day of March 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3419; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


PART 55—OPERATORS’ LICENSES 

On October 12, 1961, the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Commission published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register a notice of proposed rule 
making to revise Part 55 in a number of 
respects deemed desirable on the basis 
of experience acquired to date in its ad¬ 
ministration. Included therein was a 
provision for the licensing of individuals 
as supervisory operators of facilities and 
the requirements of their licensing. 

The Commission has received many 
comments from interested persons and 
organizations. As a consequence the 
proposed amendment has been rewritten 
with incorporation of a number of these 
suggestions. The principal changes 
from the proposed amendment are as 
follows: 

1. The proposed term “supervisory 
operator” has been changed throughout 
the amended regulation to the term 
“senior operator”. The main reason for 
the change is to avoid any implication 
that the Commission, in granting such 
a license, is expressing an opinion on 
whether the holder of the license is part 
of or eligible for a management group. 

2. In § 55.4, item (f), the definition of 
“controls” has been revised to include 
“apparatus and mechanisms * * * 
which directly affect the power level 
* * This narrower interpretation, 
as suggested in public comment, is in ac¬ 


cord with the original Commission in¬ 
tent. The definition of “controls” for 
facilities other than reactors has been 
revised to include “apparatus and mech¬ 
anisms * * * which could affect * - * * 
process of the facility in such a manner 
as to affect the protection of health and 
safety against radiation.” This revision 
clarifies the protection against radiation 
which was only implied in the proposed 
definition. 

3. Section 55.12 has been revised to 
provide for waiting periods of two 
months, six months and two years re¬ 
spectively before reapplication for li¬ 
censing following a denial. These time 
periods are less than the proposed inter¬ 
vals of ninety days, one year and three 
years, respectively. These reductions 
were made to avoid placing undue bur¬ 
dens on facility licensees and employees 
but are still considered sufficiently long 
to provide for adequate selection and 
training of operators and senior oper¬ 
ators. 

4. Sections 55.20, 55.21, 55.22 and 55.23 
have been revised to eliminate the phrase 
“at which the applicant will be em¬ 
ployed”. The revision permits the li¬ 
censing of an applicant on a facility 
w r here his services will be utilized al¬ 
though he is not employed. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended and the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act of 1946, the follow¬ 
ing amendment to 10 CFR Part 55 is 
published as a document subject to codi¬ 
fication to be effective 60 days after pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 
General Provisions 

Sec. 

55.1 Purpose. 

55.2 Scope. 

55.3 License requirements. 

55.4 Definitions. 

55.5 Communications. 

55.6 Interpretations. 

Exemptions 

55.7 Specific exemptions. 

55.8 Additional requirements. 

55.9 Exemptions from license. 

License Applications 

55.10 Contents of applications. 

55.11 Requirements for the approval of ap¬ 

plications. 

55.12 Re-application. 

Written Examinations and Operating Tests 

55.20 Scope of examinations. 

55.21 Content of operator written examina¬ 

tion. 

55.22 Content of senior operator written 

examination. 

55.23 Scope of operator and senior operator 

operating test. 

55.24 Waiver of examination and test re¬ 

quirements. 

55.25 Administration of operating test prior 

to initial criticality. 

Licenses 

55.30 Issuance of licenses. 

55.31 Conditions of the licenses. 

55.32 Expiration. 

55.33 Renewal of licenses. 

Modification and Revocation of Licenses 

55.40 Modification and revocation of li¬ 

censes. 

55.41 Notification of disability. 

Enforcement 
55.50 Violations. 
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Certificate of Medical Examination 

Sec. 

55.60 Examination form. 

55.61 License requirement for persons des¬ 

ignated prior to effective date of this 
amendment to direct licensed ac¬ 
tivities of licensed operators. 

Authority: §§ 55.1 to 55.61 issued under 
sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201. Inter¬ 
pret or apply sec. 107, 68 Stat. 939; 42 U.S.C. 
2137. For the purposes of sec. 223, 68 Stat. 
958; 42 U.S.C. 2273, § 55.3 issued under sec. 
161i, Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201 (i). 

General Provisions 
§ 55.1 Purpose. 

The regulations in this part establish 
procedures and criteria for the issuance 
of licenses to operators, including senior 
operators, of facilities licensed or au¬ 
thorized pursuant to the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended, and Parts 50 
or 115 of this chapter; and provide for 
the terms and conditions upon which 
the Commission will issue these licenses. 

§ 55.2 Scope. 

The regulations contained in this part 
apply to any individual who manipulates 
the controls of any facility licensed or 
authorized pursuant to Parts 50 or 115 
of this chapter and to any individual 
designated by a facility licensee or holder 
of an authorization to be responsible for 
directing the licensed activities of li¬ 
censed operators. 

§ 55.3 License requirements. 

(a) No person may perform the func¬ 
tion of an operator as defined in this 
part except as authorized by a license 
issued by the Commission; 

(b) No person may perform the func¬ 
tion of a senior operator as defined in 
this part except as authorized by a li¬ 
cense issued by the Commission. 

§ 55.4 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

(a) “Act” means the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954 including any amendments 
thereto. 

(b) “Commission” means the Atomic 
Energy Commission or its duly au¬ 
thorized representatives. 

(c) “Facility” means any production 
facility or utilization facility as defined 
in Part 50 of this chapter. 

(d) “Operator” is any individual who 
manipulates a control of a facility. An 
individual is deemed to manipulate a 
control if he directs another to ma¬ 
nipulate a control. 

(e) “Senior operator” is any individual 
designated by a facility licensee under 
Part 50 of this chapter or by a holder 
of an authorization under Part 115 of 
this chapter to direct the licensed activ¬ 
ities of licensed operators. 

(f) “Controls” when used with respect 
to a nuclear reactor means apparatus and 
mechanisms the manipulation of which 
directly affect the reactivity or power 
level of the reactor. “Controls” when 
used with respect to any other facility 
means apparatus and mechanisms the 
manipulation of which could affect the 
chemical, physical, metallurgical, or 
nuclear process of the facility in such a 
manner as to affect the protection of 
health and safety against radiation. 
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(g) “United States” when used in a 
geographical sense, includes all terri¬ 
tories and possessions of the United 
States, the Canal Zone and Puerto Rico. 

§ 55.5 Communications. 

All communications concerning the 
regulations in this part, including appli¬ 
cations for initial licenses and renewals 
thereof should be addressed to the 
United States Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., Attention; 
Director, Division of Licensing and Reg¬ 
ulation. Communications and reports 
may be delivered in person at the Com¬ 
mission’s offices at 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., or its offices at Ger¬ 
mantown, Maryland. 

§ 55.6 Interpretations. 

Except as specifically authorized by 
the Commission in writing, no interpre¬ 
tation of the meaning of the regulations 
in this part by any officer or employee of 
the Commission other than a written 
interpretation by the General Counsel 
will be recognized to be binding upon the 
Commission. 

Exceptions 

§ 55.7 Specific exemptions. 

The Commission may, upon appli¬ 
cation by an interested person, or upon 
its own initiative, grant such exemptions 
from the requirements of the regulations 
in this part as it determines are author¬ 
ized by law and will not endanger life or 
property and are otherwise in the public 
interest. 

§ 55.8 Additional requirements. 

The Commission may, by rule, regula¬ 
tion, or order, impose upon any licensee 
such requirements in addition to those 
established in the regulations in this 
part, as it deems appropriate or necessary 
to protect health and to minimize dan¬ 
ger to life or property. 

§ 55.9 Exemptions from license. 

Nothing in this part shall be deemed 
to require a license for: 

(a) An individual who manipulates 
the controls of a research or training 
reactor as part of his training as a stu¬ 
dent in a nuclear engineering course 
under the direction and in the presence 
of a licensed operator or senior operator; 

(b) An individual who manipulates 
the controls of a facility as a part of his 
training to qualify for an operator li¬ 
cense under this part under the direction 
and in the presence of a licensed opera¬ 
tor or senior operator. 

License applications 
§55.10 Contents of applications. 

(a) Applications for licenses shall be 
filed in triplicate and shall contain the 
following information: 

(1) The full name, citizenship, age, ad - 
dress and present employment of the 
applicant; 

(2) The education and pertinent ex¬ 
perience of the applicant, including de¬ 
tailed information on the extent and 
nature of responsibility; 

(3) Serial numbers of any operator and 
senior operator license issued by the 


Commission to the applicant and the ex¬ 
piration date of each; 

(4) The specific facility for which the 
applicant seeks an operator or senior 
operator license; 

(5) The written request of an author¬ 
ized representative of the facility license 
or holder of an authorization that the 
operating test be administered to the 
applicant of the facility. 

(6) Evidence that the applicant has 
learned to operate the controls in a 
competent and safe manner and has need 
for an operator or a senior operator li¬ 
cense in the performance of his duties. 
The Commission may accept as proof 
of this a certification of an authorized 
representative of the facility licensee or 
holder of an authorization where the 
applicant’s services will be utilized. This 
certification shall include details on 
courses of instruction administered by 
the facility licensee, number of course 
hours, number of hours of training and 
nature of training received at the facility, 
and for reactors, the startup and shut¬ 
down experience received. 

(7) A report of a medical examination 
by a licensed medical practitioner, in 
one copy in the form prescribed in 
§ 55.60. 

(b) The Commission may at any time 
after the filing of the original applica¬ 
tion, and before the expiration of the li¬ 
cense, require further information in 
order to enable it to determine whether 
the application should be granted or de¬ 
nied or whether a license should be re¬ 
voked, modified or suspended. 

(c) An applicant whose application 
has been denied because of his physical 
condition or general health may submit 
a further report of medical examination 
at any time as a supplement to his orig¬ 
inal application. 

(d) Each application and statement 
shall contain complete and accurate dis¬ 
closure as to all matters and things re¬ 
quired to be disclosed. All applications 
and statements, other than the matters 
required by items 5, 6, and 7 of para¬ 
graph (a) of this section shall be signed 
by the applicant. 

§ 55.11 Requirements for the approval 
of application. 

An application for a license pursuant 
to the regulations in this part will be 
approved if the Commission finds that: 

(a) The physical condition and the 
general health of the applicant are not 
such as might cause operational errors 
endangering public health and safety. 

(1) Epilepsy, insanity, diabetes, hyper¬ 
tension, cardiac disease, fainting spells, 
defective hearing or vision or any other 
physical or mental condition which 
might cause impaired judgment or motor 
coordination may constitute sufficient 
cause for denial of an application. 

(2) If an applicant’s vision, hearing 
and general physical condition do not 
meet the minimum standards normally 
considered necessary, the Commission 
may approve the application and include 
conditions in the license to accommodate 
the physical defect. The Commission 
will consider the recommendations of the 
facility licensee or holder of an author¬ 
ization and of the examining physician 
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on Form AEC-396 in arriving at its 
decision. 

(b) The applicant has passed a writ¬ 
ten examination and operating test as 
may be prescribed by the Commission to 
determine that he has learned to operate 
and, in the case of a senior operator, to 
operate and to direct the licensed activi¬ 
ties of licensed operators in a competent 
and safe manner. 

(c) The applicant’s services as a li¬ 
censed operator or senior operator will 
be utilized on the facility for which he 
seeks a license or on a similar facility 
within the United States. 

§ 55.12 Re-applications. 

(a) Any applicant whose application 
for a license has been denied because of 
failure to pass the written examination 
or operating test or both may file a new 
application for license two months after 
the date of denial. Any new application 
shall be accompanied by a statement, 
signed by an authorized representative 
of the facility licensee or holder of an 
authorization by whom the applicant 
will be employed, stating in detail the 
extent of additional training which the 
applicant has received and certifying 
that he is ready for re-examination. An 
applicant may file a third application six 
months after the date of denial of his 
second application, and may file further 
successive applications two years after 
the date of denial of each prior appli¬ 
cation. 

(b) An applicant who has passed 
either the written examination or opera¬ 
ting test and failed the other may re¬ 
quest in a new application that he be 
excused from re-examination on the 
examination or test which he has passed. 
The Commission may in its discretion 
grant the request if it determines that 
sufficient justification is presented under 
all the circumstances. 

Written Examinations and Operating 
Tests 

§ 55.20 Scope of examinations. 

The written examination and operat¬ 
ing test for a license as an operator or 
a senior operator are designed to test 
the applicant’s understanding of the fa¬ 
cility design and his familiarity with the 
controls and operating procedures of the 
facility. The written examination is 
based in part on information in the 
final hazards summary report, operating 
manuals, and license or authorization 
for the facility. 

§ 55.21 Conlenl of operator written ex¬ 
amination. 

The operator written examination, to 
the extent applicable to the facility, will 
include questions on: 

(a) Fundamentals of reactor theory, 
including fission process, neutron multi¬ 
plication, source effects, control rod 
effects, and criticality indications. 

(b) General design features' of the 
core, including core structure, fuel ele¬ 
ments, control rods, core instrumenta¬ 
tion, and coolant flow. 

(c) Mechanical design features of the 
reactor primary system. 

<d) Auxiliary systems which affect the 
facility. 


(e) General operating characteristics, 
including causes and effects of tempera¬ 
ture, pressure and reactivity changes, 
effects of load changes, and operating 
limitations and reasons for them. 

(f) Design, components and functions 
of reactivity control mechanisms and 
instrumentation. 

(g) Design, components and functions 
of safety systems, including instrumen¬ 
tation, signals, interlocks, automatic and 
manual features. 

(h) Components, capacity and func¬ 
tions of reserve and emergency systems. 

(i) Shielding, isolation and contain¬ 
ment design features, including access 
limitations. 

(j) Standard and emergency operat¬ 
ing procedures for the faculity and plant. 

(k) Purpose and operation of radiation 
monitoring system, including alarm and 
survey equipment. 

(l) Radiological safety principles and 
procedures. 

§ 55.22 Content of senior operator 
written examination. 

The senior operator written examina¬ 
tion, to the extent applicable to the 
facility, will include questions on the 
items specified in § 55.21 and in addition 
on the following: 

(a) Conditions and limitations in the 
facility license or authorization. 

(b) Design and operating limitations 
in the technical specifications for the 
facility. 

(c) Facility licensee procedures re¬ 
quired to obtain authority for design and 
operating changes in the facility. 

(d) Radiation hazards which may 
arise during the performance of experi¬ 
ments, shielding alterations, mainte¬ 
nance activities and various contamina¬ 
tion conditions. 

(e) Reactor theory, including details 
of fission process, neutron multiplica¬ 
tion, source effects, control rod effects, 
and criticality indications. 

(f) Specific operating characteristics, 
including coolant chemistry and causes 
and effects of temperature, pressure and 
reactivity changes. 

(g) Procedures and limitations in¬ 
volved in initial core loading, alterations 
in core configuration, control rod pro¬ 
gramming, determination of various 
internal and external effects on core 
reactivity. 

(h) Fuel handling lacilities and pro¬ 
cedures. 

(i) Procedures and equipment avail¬ 
able for handling and disposal of radio¬ 
active materials and effluents. 

§ 55.23 Scope of operator and senior 
operator operating tests. 

The operating tests administered to 
applicants for operator and senior op¬ 
erator licenses are generally similar in 
scope. The operating test, to the extent 
applicable to the facility requires the ap¬ 
plicant to demonstrate an understanding 
of: 

(a) Pre-start-up procedures for the 
facility, including associated plant equip¬ 
ment which could affect reactivity. 

(b) Required manipulation of console 
controls to bring the facility from shut¬ 
down to designated power levels. 
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(c) The source and significance of an¬ 
nunciator signals and condition-indi¬ 
cating signals and remedial action re¬ 
sponsive thereto. 

(d) The instrumentation system and 
the source and significance of reactor 
instilment readings. 

(e) The behavior characteristics of 
the facility. 

(f) The control manipulation required 
to obtain desired operating results dur¬ 
ing normal, abnormal and emergency 
situations. 

(g) The operation of the facility’s 
heat removal systems, including pri¬ 
mary coolant, emergency coolant, and 
decay heat removal systems, and the 
relation of the proper operation of these 
systems to the operation of the facility. 

(h) The operation of the facility’s 
auxiliary systems which could affect 
reactivity. 

(i) The use and function of the fa¬ 
cility’s radiation monitoring systems, in¬ 
cluding fixed radiation monitors and 
alarms, portable survey instruments, 
and personnel monitoring equipment. 

(j) The significance of radiation haz¬ 
ards, including permissible levels of 
radiation, levels in excess of those au¬ 
thorized and procedures to reduce ex¬ 
cessive levels of radiation and to guard 
against personnel exposure. 

(k) The emergency plan for the fa¬ 
cility, including the operator’s or senior 
operator’s responsibility to decide 
whether the plan should be executed and 
the duties assigned under the plan. 

(l) The necessity for a careful ap¬ 
proach to the responsibility associated 
with the safe operation of the facility. 

§ 55.24 Waiver of examination and test 
requirements. 

On application, the Commission may 
waive any or all of the requirements for 
a written examination and operating 
test if it finds that the applicant: 

(a) Has had extensive actual operat¬ 
ing experience at a comparable facility 
within two years prior to the date of 
application. 

(b) Has discharged his responsibility : 
competent^ and safely and is capable 
of continuing to do so. The Commis¬ 
sion may accept as proof of the appli¬ 
cant’s past performance a certification 
of an authorized representative of the 
facility licensee or holder of an authori¬ 
zation by which the applicant was pre¬ 
viously employed. The certification 
shall contain a description of the appli¬ 
cant’s operating experience, including 
an approximate number of hours the 
applicant operated the controls of the 
facility, the duties performed, and the 
extent of his responsibility. 

(c) Has learned the operating pro¬ 
cedure for and is qualified to operate 
competently and safely the facility 
designated in his application. The Com¬ 
mission may accept as proof of the ap¬ 
plicant’s qualifications a certification of 
an authorized representative of the fa¬ 
cility licensee or holder of an authoriza¬ 
tion where the applicant’s services will 
be utilized. 
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§ 55.25 Administration of operating test 
prior to initial criticality. 

The Commission may administer a 
simulated operating test to an applicant 
for a license to operate a reactor prior 
to its initial criticality if a written re¬ 
quest by an authorized representative 
of the facility licensee or holder of an 
authorization is sufficient for the Com¬ 
mission to find that: 

(a) There is an immediate need for 
the applicant’s services. 

(b) The applicant has had extensive 
actual operating experience at a compa¬ 
rable reactor. 

(c) The applicant has a thorough 
knowledge of the reactor control system, 
instrumentation and operating proce¬ 
dures under normal, abnormal, and 
emergency conditions. 

(d) The reactor control mechanism 
and instrumentation are in such condi¬ 
tion as determined by the Commission 
to permit effective administration of a 
simulated operating test. 

Licenses 

§ 55.30 Issuance of licenses. 

On determining that an application 
meets the requirements of the Act and 
the regulations of the Commission, the 
Commission will issue a license in such 
form and containing such conditions and 
limitations as it deems appropriate and 
necessary. 

§ 55.31 Conditions of the licenses. 

Each license shall contain and is sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions, whether 
stated in the license or not: 

(a) Neither the license nor any right 
under the license shall be assigned or 
otherwise transferred. 

(b) The license is limited to the facility 
for which it is issued. 

(c) The license is limited to those con¬ 
trols of the facility specified in the 
license. 

(d) The license is subject to, and the 
licensee shall observe, all applicable 
rules, regulations and orders of the 
Commission. 

(e) Such other conditions as the Com¬ 
mission may irnpooc to pxot.Rct health or 
to minimize danger to life or property. 

§ 55.32 Expiration. 

Each operator and senior operator 
license shall expire two years after the 
date of issuance. 

§ 55.33 Renewal of licenses. 

(a) Application for renewal of a li¬ 
cense shall be signed by the applicant 
and shall contain the following in¬ 
formation : 

(1) The full name, citizenship, ad¬ 
dress and present employment of the 
applicant; 

(2) The serial number of the license 
for which renewal is sought; 

(3) The experience of the applicant 
under his existing license, including the 
approximate number of hours during 
which he has operated the facility; 

(4) Evidence that the iicensee has 
discharged his license responsibilities 
competently and safely. The Commission 
may accept as evidence of this a certifi¬ 
cate of an authorized representative of 
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the facility licensee or holder of an 
authorization by which the licensee has 
been employed; 

(5) A report by a licensed medical 
practitioner in the form prescribed in 
§ 55.60. 

(b) In any case in which a licensee not 
less than thirty days prior to the expi¬ 
ration of his existing license has filed an 
application in proper form for renewal 
or for a new license, the existing license 
shall not expire until the application for 
renewal or for a new license has been 
finally determined by the Commission. 

(c) The license will be renewed if the 
Commission finds that: 

(1) The physical condition and the 
general health of the licensee continue 
to be such as not to cause operational 
errors which might endanger public 
health and safety; and 

(2) The licensee has been actively and 
extensively engaged as an operator or as 
a senior operator, under his existing 
license, and has discharged his responsi¬ 
bilities competently and safely and is 
capable of continuing to do so. If the 
licensee has not been actively and ex¬ 
tensively engaged as an operator or a 
senior operator under his license during 
the previous license period, the Commis¬ 
sion may require him to take a written 
examination or operating test or both; 
and 

(3) There is a continued need for a 
license to operate or direct operators at 
the facility designated in the application. 

Modification and Revocation of 
Licenses 

§ 55.40 Modification and revocation of 
licenses. 

(a) The terms and conditions of all 
licenses shall be subject to amendment, 
revision, or modification by reason of 
amendments to the Act, or by reason of 
rules, regulations or orders issued in ac¬ 
cordance with the Act or any amend¬ 
ments thereto. 

(b) Any license may be revoked, sus¬ 
pended or modified, in whole or in part, 
for any material false statement in the 
application or any statement of fact re¬ 
quired under section 182 of the Act, or 
because of conditions revealed by such 
application or statement of fact or any 
report, record, inspection or other means 
which would warrant the Commission to 
refuse to grant a license on an original 
application, or for violation of, or failure 
to observe any of the terms and condi¬ 
tions of the Act, or the license, or of any 
rule, regulation or order of the Commis¬ 
sion, or any conduct determined by the 
Commission to be a hazard to safe oper¬ 
ation of the facility. 

§ 55.41 Notification of disability. 

The licensee shall within fifteen days 
after its occurrence notify the Commis¬ 
sion of any disability referred to in 
§ 55.11(a)(1) which occurs after the 
submission of his medical examination 
form. 

Enforcement 
§ 55.50 Violations. 

An injunction or other court order may 
be obtained prohibiting any violation of 
any provision of the Act or any regu¬ 
lation or order issued by the Commission 


under the Act. Any person who will¬ 
fully violates any provision of the Act or 
of the regulations in this part may be 
guilty of a crime and, upon conviction, 
may be punished by fine or imprison¬ 
ment or both. 

Certificate of Medical Examination 
§ 55.60 Examination form. 

(a) An applicant shall complete and 
sign Form AEC-396, “Certificate of Med¬ 
ical Examination.” 

(b) The examining physician shall 
complete and sign Form AEC-396 and 
shall mail the completed form to the 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing and Regulation. 

Note: Form AEC-396 “Certificate of Medi¬ 
cal Examination” is not published herein. 
Copies of Form AEC-396 may be obtained by 
writing to the Director, Division of Licensing 
and Regulation, Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C. 

§ 55.61 License requirements for per¬ 
sons designated prior to effective 
date of this amendment to direct li¬ 
censed activities of licensed opera¬ 
tors. 

Any person who on the effective date 
of this amendment has been previously 
designated by a facility licensee or the 
holder of an authorization to direct the 
licensed activities of licensed operators 
may continue to act in that capacity 
pending action on the application for a 
senior operator license, to be submitted 
within thirty days from the effective 
date of this amendment. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 20th 
day of March 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3420; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 

Chapter II—Federal Reserve System 

SUBCHAPTER A—BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

[Reg. SI 

PART 219—BANK SERVICE 
ARRANGEMENTS 

1. Effective upon its publication in the 
Federal Register, Part 219 is adopted to 
read as follows: 

Sec. 

219.1 Authority and scope. 

219.2 Form of assurances. 

219.3 Time for furnishing assurances. 

219.4 Special situations. 

Authority: §§219.1-219.4, issued under 
sec. 11 (i), 38 Stat. 262; 12 U.S.C. 248(i). In¬ 
terprets or applies sec. 5, 76 Stat. 1132; 12 
U.S.C. 1865. 

§ 219.1 Authority and scope. 

This part implements the provisions 
of section 5 of the Bank Service Corpora¬ 
tion Act, Public Law 87-856, approved 
October 23, 1962 (sec. 5, 76 Stat. 1132; 
12 U.S.C. 1865), in the application there¬ 
of to arrangements for the performance 
of bank services for State banks that are 
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members of the Federal Reserve System. 
Under that section of the Act, no State 
member bank may cause to be performed, 
by contract or otherwise, any bank 
services for itself, whether on or off its 
premises, unless assurances satisfactory 
to the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System are furnished to the 
Board by both the bank and the party 
performing such services that the per¬ 
formance thereof will be subject to reg¬ 
ulation and examination by the Board 
to the same extent as if such services 
were being performed by the bank itself 
on its own premises. Such assurances 
are required by the Act whether the bank 
services are performed by bank service 
corporations in which the Act authorizes 
banks to invest, or by others. Under sec¬ 
tion 1(b) of the Act, the term “bank 
services” means services such as check 
and deposit sorting and posting, compu¬ 
tation and posting of interest and other 
credits and charges, preparation and 
mailing of checks, statements, notices, 
and similar items, or other clerical, book¬ 
keeping, accounting, statistical, or sim¬ 
ilar functions performed for a bank. 

§ 219.2 Form of assurances. 

Unless additional or different assur¬ 
ances are considered necessary by the 
Board in specific cases, the assurances 
referred to in § 219.1 of this part may 
be submitted in the form of a letter (or 
separate letters) signed by a duly author¬ 
ized officer of the State member bank 
and by the party (or a duly authorized 
officer or representative of such party) 
that will perform the bank services for 
the bank, stating, in substance, that the 
bank and the party performing such 
services have entered into an agreement 
that the performance of the services will 
be subject to regulation and examination 
by the Board to the same extent as if 
such services were being performed by 
the bank itself on its own premises. All 
such letters of assurances shall be ad¬ 
dressed to the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System in care of 
the Federal Reserve Bank of the district 
in which the State member bank has its 
main office. 

§ 219;3 Time for furnishing assurances. 

As to any arrangement for the per¬ 
formance of bank services entered into 
or renewed after the effective date of 
this part, assurances complying with 
§ 219.2 shall be furnished prior to the 
performance of any service for the bank 
under the bank service arrangement. 
With respect to any bank service ar¬ 
rangement entered into prior to the 
effective date of this part, such assur¬ 
ances shall be furnished within 30 days 
after the effective date of this part, unless 
a letter of assurances covering such bank 
service arrangement has been furnished 
previously pursuant to the Board’s 
“Statement for State Member Banks on 
the ‘Bank Service Corporation Act’ ” is¬ 
sued October 23, 1962 (Federal Reserve 
Bulletin, November 1962, page 1428). 

§ 219.4 Special situations. 

Assurances complying with § 219.2 
need not be furnished in connection with 
arrangements for bank services which 
are immediately necessary because of 


emergency conditions or situations or 
are required for short periods of time 
due to unusually heavy work demands, 
if the State member bank promptly ad¬ 
vises the Federal Reserve Bank of its 
district of the circumstances involved 
and of the length of time during which 
any of the bank’s books or records or 
any banking media will be removed from 
the bank’s premises and of the location 
thereof, and unless the bank is advised 
by the Federal Reserve Bank that such 
assurances must be furnished. Unless 
specifically requested by the Board, as¬ 
surances complying with § 219.2 need not 
be furnished in connection with any ar¬ 
rangement by a State member bank for 
the performance of legal, advisory, and 
administrative services, such as trans¬ 
portation or guard services. 

2a. The purpose of Part 219 is to im¬ 
plement section 5 of the Bank Service 
Corporation Act, Public Law 87-856, ap¬ 
proved October 23, 1962 (sec. 5, 76 Stat. 
1132; 12 U.S.C. 1865), which requires 
that certain assurances be furnished to 
the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System in connection with ar¬ 
rangements for the performance of bank 
services for State member banks of the 
Federal Reserve System. 

b. This part was the subject of a 
notice of proposed rule making published 
in the Federal Register (27 F.R. 12001, 
December 5, 1962) and was adopted by 
the Board after consideration of all rele¬ 
vant material, including responses re¬ 
ceived from interested persons pursuant 
to said notice. The prior publication 
described as section 4(c) of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act is unnecessary 
in connection with this part for the rea¬ 
sons and good cause found as stated in 
paragraph (e) of § 262.1 of the Board’s 
rules of procedure (Part 262), and es¬ 
pecially because this part merely pro¬ 
vides procedures for compliance with the 
requirements of the aforesaid Bank Serv¬ 
ice Corporation Act, which became effec¬ 
tive upon approval October 23,1962. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of March 1963. 

Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, 

[seal] Merritt Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3459; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:50 a.m] 


Chapter III—Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation 

PART 334—BANK SERVICE 
ARRANGEMENTS 

On December 5, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 12000) stating 
that the Board of Directors of the Fed¬ 
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation was 
considering the adoption of a new Part 
334 to its rules and regulations (12 CFR 
301, et seq.) pursuant to the Bank Serv¬ 
ice Corporation Act, Public Law 87-856, 
approved October 23, 1962 (76 Stat. 
1132), which new Part 334 is designed to 
implement section 5 of the aforemen¬ 
tioned Act, requiring that certain as¬ 
surances be furnished to the Board of 


Directors in connection with arrange¬ 
ments for the performance of bank serv¬ 
ices for insured State nonmember banks. 
Interested persons have been afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the making 
of the rule herein adopted, and after due 
consideration having been given to all 
relevant data, views, or arguments pre¬ 
sented, the Board of Directors has 
adopted the proposed new Part 334 to 
the Corporation’s rules and regulations 
and, since this amendment does not im¬ 
pose duties in addition to those imposed 
by statute, but merely prescribes a simple 
form of assurances whibh insured State 
nonmember banks and parties perform¬ 
ing bank services for them may generally 
use to comply with the requirements of 
the aforesaid Public Law 87-856, the 
Board of Directors has found the re¬ 
quired publication of the amendment at 
least thirty days prior to its effective 
date, under the provisions of section 4(c) 
of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 1003(c)) and § 302.5 of the Cor¬ 
poration’s rules and regulations (12 CFR 
302.5), to be unnecessary. Accordingly, 
the new Part 334 shall become effective 
upon its publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

The new Part 334 is as follows: 

Sec. 

334.1 Authority and scope. 

334.2 Form of assurances. 

334.3 Time for furnishing assurances. 

334.4 Special situations. 

Authority: §§ 334.1 to 334.4 issued under 
sec. 9, 64 Stat. 881; 12 U.S.C. 1819; 76 Stat. 
1133; 12 U.S.C. 1865. 

§ 334.1 Authority and scope. 

This part implements the provisions 
of section 5 of the Bank Service Corpora¬ 
tion Act, Public Law 87-856, approved 
October 23, 1962 (76 Stat. 1132), in the 
application thereof to arrangements for 
the performance of bank services for in¬ 
sured State nonmember banks. Under 
this section of the Act, no insured State 
nonmember bank may cause to be per¬ 
formed, by contract or otherwise, any 
bank services for itself, whether on or 
off its premises, unless assurances sat¬ 
isfactory to the Board of Directors of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
are furnished to the Board of Directors 
by both the bank and the party perform¬ 
ing such services that the performance 
thereof will be subject to regulation and 
examination by the Board of Directors to 
the same extent as if such services were 
being performed by the bank itself on 
its own premises. Such assurances are 
required by the Act whether the bank 
services are performed by bank service 
corporations in which the Act authorizes 
banks to invest, or by others. Under sec¬ 
tion 1(b) of the Act, the term “bank 
services” means services such as check 
and deposit sorting and posting, com¬ 
putation and posting of interest and 
other credits and charges, preparation 
and mailing of checks, statements, 
notices, and similar items, or other cler¬ 
ical, bookkeeping, accounting, statistical, 
or similar functions performed for a 
bank. 

§ 334.2 Form of assurances. 

Unless additional or different assur¬ 
ances are considered necessary by the 
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Board of Directors in specific cases, the 
assurances referred to in § 334.1 may be 
submitted in the form of a letter (or 
separate letters) signed by a duly au¬ 
thorized officer of the insured State non- 
member bank and by the party (or a duly 
authorized officer or representative of 
such party) that will perform the serv¬ 
ices for the bank, stating, in substance, 
that the bank and the party performing 
such services have entered into an agree¬ 
ment that the performance of the serv¬ 
ices will be subject to regulation and 
examination by the Board of Directors 
to the same extent as if such services 
were being performed by the bank itself 
on its own premises. All such letters of 
assurances shall be addressed to the 
Supervising Examiner of the Corporation 
for the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor¬ 
poration District in which the insured 
State nonmember bank has its main 
office. 

§ 334.3 Time for furnishing assurances. 

As to any arrangement for the per¬ 
formance of bank services entered into 
or renewed after the effective date of 
this part, assurances complying with 
§ 334.2 shall be furnished prior to the 
performance of any services for the bank 
under the bank service arrangement. 
With respect to any bank service ar¬ 
rangement entered into prior to the effec¬ 
tive date of this part, such assurances 
shall be furnished within 30 days after 
the effective date of this part, unless a 
letter of assurances covering such bank 
service arrangement has been furnished 
previously pursuant to the Board of 
Directors’ “Statement for State Non¬ 
member Insured Banks on the ‘Bank 
Service Corporation Act’ ” issued October 
24, 1962. 

§ 334.4 Special situations. 

Assurances complying with § 334.2 
need not be furnished in connection with 
arrangements for bank services which 
are immediately necessary because of 
emergency conditions or situations, or 
are required for short periods of time . 
due to unusually heavy work demands, 
if the insured State nonmember bank 
promptly advises the Supervising Ex¬ 
aminer of the Corporation of its District 
of the circumstances involved and of 
the length of time during which any of 
the bank’s books or records or any bank¬ 
ing media will be removed from the 
bank’s premises and of the location 
thereof, and unless the bank is advised 
by the Supervising Examiner that such 
assurances must be furnished. Unless 
specifically requested by the Board of 
Directors, assurances complying with 
§ 334.2 need not be furnished in con¬ 
nection with any arrangement by an 
insured State nonmember bank for the 
performance of legal, advisory, and ad¬ 
ministrative services, such as transpor¬ 
tation or guard services. 

Dated this 29th day of March 1963. 

Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal] E. F. Downey, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3449; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.J 


Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE [NEW] 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-CE-70] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AlftWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Designation of Control Zones 

On January 30, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 871) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to designate control zones at the 
Flying Cloud and Crystal Airports, Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed control zone des¬ 
ignations. The Minneapolis-St. Paul 
Metropolitan Airports Commission, while 
not objecting to the proposal, requested 
that consideration be given to expand¬ 
ing the proposed Flying Cloud control 
zone to provide protection for, and the 
development of, instrument approach 
procedures to all Flying Cloud Airport 
runways. The Federal Aviation Agency 
recorded a total of only 67 instrument 
approaches at Flying Cloud Airport dur¬ 
ing the period March 12, 1962, to De¬ 
cember 31, 1962. Based on this activity 
record, it is the opinion of the FAA that 
only one instrument approach procedure 
can be justified at this location at the 
present time. The instrument approach 
activity at Flying Cloud will continue 
to be closely monitored, and if warranted 
by a substantial increase in instrument 
approach activity, additional instrument 
approach procedures, and the attendant 
controlled airspace necessary to protect 
the procedures developed, will be given 
prompt consideration. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published and for 
the reasons stated in the notice, the fol¬ 
lowing action is taken: 

In § 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, November 
10, 1962) the following is added: 
Minneapolis, Minn., (Flying Cloud Airport) 

Within a 3-mile radius of Flying Cloud 
Airport (latitude 44°49'30" N., longitude 93°- 
27'25" W.), and within 2 miles each side of 
tlie Flying Cloud VOR 292° radial extending 
from the 3-mile radius zone to 7 miles W. of 
the VOR, from 0600 to 2200 hours, local 
time, daily. 

Minneapolis, Minn., (Crystal Airport) 

Within a 3-mile radius of Crystal Air¬ 
port (latitude 45°03'45" N., longitude 93°- 
2T20" W.), and within 2 miles each side of 
the Minneapolis VORTAC 169° radial ex¬ 
tending from the 3-mile radius zone to 5 
miles N. of the airport, from 0600 to 2200 
hours, local time, daily. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. May 2, 1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
27, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3424; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-WE-144] 

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES [NEW! 

Alteration of Jet Advisory Areas 

On January 26, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 731) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to alter the jet advisory areas in the 
vicinity of Trinidad, Colo., by substitut¬ 
ing radar advisory service for nonradar 
advisory service. 

Although not mentioned in the notice, 
the radar jet advisory area associated 
with Jet Route No. 80 has a floor of 
flight level 270 from 25 nautical miles 
west of the Hill City, Kans., VOR to 45 
nautical miles west of Hill City. Ade¬ 
quate radar coverage now exists on this 
segment of J-80 at flight level 240 and 
above and action is taken herein to lower 
the floor to the base of the jet route 
structure. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendments. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, and for the 
reasons stated herein and in the notice, 
in § 75.200 (28 F.R. 19-60, January 26, 
1963, 28 F.R. 1533) the following changes 
are made: 

1. Jet Route No. 20 jet advisory area 
is amended to read: 

Jet Route No. 20 jet advisory area. Ra¬ 
dar—Seattle, Wash., to Boise, Idaho; from 
100 nmi NW of Malad City, Idaho, to Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla.; Jackson, Miss., to Orlando, 
Fla. Non-Radar—Boise, Idaho, to 100 nmi 
NW of Malad City, Idaho. 

2. Jet Route No. 54 jet advisory area 
is amended to read: 

Jet Route No. 54 jet advisory area. Ra¬ 
dar—Alamosa, Colo., to Atlanta, Ga. 

3. Jet Route No. 64 jet advisory area 
is amended to read: 

Jet Route No. 64 Jet advisory area. Ra¬ 
dar—Los Angeles, Calif., to Idlewild, N.Y. 

4. Jet Route No. 80 jet advisory area 
is amended to read: 

Jet Route No. 80 jet advisory area. Ra¬ 
dar—Oakland, Calif., to Idlewild, N.Y. 

These amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001 e.s.t., May 2, 1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
27,1963. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Chief , Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3423; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8 :46 a.m.J 
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Title 18—CONSERVATION 
OF POWER 

Chapter I—Federal Power 
Commission 

[Docket No. R-234; Order No. 264] 

PART 2—GENERAL POLICY AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Area Price Levels for Sales of Natural 
Gas by Producers 

March 27,1963. 

The Commission has given further 
consideration to its Statement of Gen¬ 
eral Policy and particularly the Second 
Amendment thereto (issued December 
20, 1960, 24 FPC 1107; 25 F.R. 13799, 18 
CFR 2.56), relating to offers of settle¬ 
ment in certain areas. We note that 
several statements therein could be ex¬ 
pressed with a greater degree of clarity 
and that the date therein set (Febru¬ 
ary 5, 1963), prior to which certain 
escalation clauses were not permitted to 
take effect, has become obsolete. We 
are, therefore revising the Statement of 
Policy as herein ordered. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) No notice or hearing is necessary 
under section 4(a) of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act. 

(2) In view of the purpose, intent and 
effect of the amendment herein ordered, 
good cause exists for making it effective 
forthwith. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
authority granted by the Natural Gas 
Act, as amended, particularly sections 4, 
5. and 16 thereof (52 Stat. 822, 823, 830, 
15 U.S.C. 717c, 717d, 717o), orders: 

(A) Effective upon the issuance of 
this order, paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
§ 2.56, Part 2, General Policy and In¬ 
terpretations, Chapter I of Title 18 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, are 
amended to read as follows: 

(b) Accordingly, the Commission pro¬ 
vides that: For rate schedules from 
which all price escalation clauses are 
being eliminated except for provisions 
for future changes in tax reimburse¬ 
ment, the area price level for increased 
rates for natural gas sales by independ¬ 
ent producers in Texas District Nos. 2, 
3, 4, and 6 is 15 cents per Mcf at 14.65 
psia, including tax reimbursement. 

(c) For rate schedules from which all 
price escalation clauses are being elim¬ 
inated except for periodic escalation 
provisions as specified below and pro¬ 
visions for future changes in tax re¬ 
imbursement, the area price level for in¬ 
creased rates for natural gas sales by 
independent producers in Texas District 
Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 6 is 14.6 cents per Mcf 
at 14.65 psia, including tax reimburse¬ 
ment: Provided, however. That such 
revised rate schedules may contain 
escalation clauses providing future 
separate increases in rate not in excess 
of one cent per Mcf, the first such escala¬ 
tion not to be tendered for filing prior to 
the effective date of the 14.6 cents rate, 
the second escalation not to be effective 


under the contract prior to February 5, 
1968, and subesquent escalations to be 
effective under the contract at not less 
than five-year intervals thereafter. 

(Secs. 4, 5, 16, 52 Stat. 822, 823, 830; 15 L.S.C. 
717c, 717d, 717o) 

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

{ seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3429; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. R-237; Order No. 267] 

PART 2—GENERAL POLICY AND 
INTERPRETATION 

Area Price Levels for Sales of Natural 
Gas by Producers 

March 27,1963. 

The Commission’s Statement of Gen¬ 
eral Policy No. 61-1 issued September 28, 
1960, announced a price level of 18 cents 
per Mcf for initial sales in Texas Dis¬ 
trict No. 3 (at 14.65 psia). The State¬ 
ment of Policy specified that the price 
levels announced therein were to be 
“adjusted from time to time as such 
facts as may come before us compel such 
adjustments.” The price level pre¬ 
viously announced for Southern Louisi¬ 
ana was in fact adjusted by the Fourth 
Amendment to the Statement of Gen¬ 
eral Policy on October 31, 1961 (26 F.R. 
10342), and the price level for District 
No. 4 was adjusted by the Fifth Amend¬ 
ment dated August 30, 1962 (27 F.R. 
8918, 18 CFR 2.56). 

The Commission in its Opinion No. 
383 in the Texaco Seaboard case issued 
this date has had occasion to re-examine 
the question of the inline price in Texas 
District No. 3 immediately prior to 
September 28, 1960, in light of the subse¬ 
quent court decisions dealing with the 
initial pricing question in producer 
certificate cases. 

We have also reviewed the sales in Dis¬ 
trict No. 3 subsequent to September 28, 
1960. We have carefully re-examined 
the appropriate level of initial ceilings 
in this district in light of present con¬ 
ditions in the area giving due considera¬ 
tion to the applicable court decisions and 
the factors set forth in our original 
statement of policy. 

Just as was the case in our revision 
of the ceiling prices in South Louisiana 
and Texas District No. 4, our guiding 
purpose here is to arrive at a revised 
price which will enable the Commission 
to hold the line on new sales in this 
area at a level consistent with the pub¬ 
lic interest and, at the same time, to 
enable producers to obtain authoriza¬ 
tions which provide them a reasonable 
basis for proceeding with their opera¬ 
tions and furnishing needed supplies of 
gas. We conclude that, effective this 
date, the ceiling price level for initial 
sales in Texas District No. 3, inclusive of 
state taxes, shall be 17 cents per Mcf 
(at 14.65 psia). Accordingly, 

The Commission finds: 


(1) No notice or hearing is necessary 
under section 4(a) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act. 

(2) In view of the purpose, intent and 
effect of the amendment herein ordered, 
good cause exists for making it effective 
forthwith. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
authority granted by the Natural Gas 
Act, as amended, particularly sections 
4, 5, and 16 thereof (52 Stat. 822, 823, 
830, 15 U.S.C. 717c, 717d, 717o), orders: 

(A) Effective upon the issuance of this 
order, the table in the note at the end 
of § 2.56, Part 2—General Policy and 
Interpretations, Chapter I of Title 18, 
Code of Federal Regulations, is amended 
by deleting the figure “18.0”, the initial 
service rate for Texas District No. 3, and 
inserting “17.0” in lieu thereof. 

(Secs. 4, 5, 16, 52 Stat. 822, 823, 830; 15 U.S.C. 
717c, 717d, 717o) 

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 1 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3430; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 

Title 32A—NATIONAL DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 

Chapter XVIII—National Shipping 

Authority, Maritime Administration, 

Department of Commerce 

[NSA Order No. 6 (INS-1, 7th Rev., 
Amdt. 5) ] 

INS-1—MARINE PROTECTION AND 
INDEMNITY INSURANCE INSTRUC¬ 
TIONS UNDER GENERAL AGENCY 
AND BERTH AGENCY AGREE¬ 
MENTS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Effective as of March 31, 1963, mid¬ 
night, e.s.t., INS-1 is hereby amended as 
follows: 

In Section 1 What this order does, 
change the attachment date stated 
therein to read “March 31, 1963, mid¬ 
night, e.s.t.” 

In Section 2 Insurer, change the in¬ 
surer therein to read Fulton P & I 
Underwriting Agency, Inc. (as Agent for 
the Stuyvesant Insurance Company), 
123 William Street, New York 38, N.Y., 
and change the attachment and expira¬ 
tion dates stated therein to read “March 
31, 1963, midnight, e.s.t.”, and “March 
31, 1964, midnight, e.s.t.”, respectively. 

In Section 4 Vessels insured and terms 
of insurance, change the attachment 
date stated therein to read “March 31, 
1963, midnight, e.s.t.”, by changing the 
expiration date stated therein to read 
“March 31, 1964, midnight, e.s.t.”, and by 
changing the annual rate stated therein 
to read “$5.19 per gross registered ton.” 


1 Statements of dissent of Commissioners 
Ross and Morgan filed as part of original 
document. 
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In Section 5 Assumption of risk by 
owner and attachment and cancellation 
dates of commercial insurance, amend 
paragraph (e) Vessels presently in 
operation under General Agency Agree¬ 
ment 3-19-51, by changing the attach¬ 
ment date stated therein to read 
“March 31,1963, midnight, e.s.t.” 

In Section 7 Insurance premiums, 
amend paragraph (a) Payment of pre¬ 
miums, by changing the expiration date 
stated therein to read “March 31, 1964, 
midnight, e.s.t/' 

In Section 9 Settlement of claims, 
amend paragraph (c) Claims declined by 
Underwriters, by changing the attach¬ 
ment date stated therein to read “March 
31,1963, midnight, e.s.t.” 

In Section 11 Report of claims, amend 
paragraph (b) by changing the report¬ 
ing date stated therein to read “Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1963/’ and by changing the re¬ 
porting period from semi-annual to 
annual. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 4 of the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), it is found to 
be impracticable and not in the public 
interest to delay the effective date 
thereof; therefore, the foregoing amend¬ 
ments shall be effective as aforesaid. 

J. W. Gulick, 

Deputy Maritime Administrator. 

Approved: March 28, 1963. 

Donald W. Alexander, 

Director, National Shipping 
Authority. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3480; Piled, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:52 a.m.] 


Title 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 

Chapter I—Veterans Administration 

PART 13—DEPARTMENT OF VET¬ 
ERANS BENEFITS, CHIEF ATTORNEYS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

1. In § 13.58(b)(2), subdivision (v) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 13.58 Legal custodian. 

* * * * * 

(b) Payment to. Veterans Adminis¬ 
tration benefits may be paid to a legal 
custodian subject to the following con¬ 
ditions : , 

***** 

(2) The proposed legal custodian is 
qualified to administer the benefits pay¬ 
able and will agree to: 

***** 

(v) Account for the Veterans Adminis¬ 
tration benefits received, subject to pro¬ 
visions of § 13.102. 

2. In § 13.102, paragraph (a) is 
amended, a new paragraph (b) is added, 
and the former paragraph (b) is redesig¬ 
nated (c) so that § 13.102 reads as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 13.102 Biennial report of custodian. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, legal custodians will 


furnish a written report to the Chief At¬ 
torney at his request once every 2 years 
and at such lesser intervals as protec¬ 
tion of the beneficiary’s interests may 
require in individual situations. Such 
report will be secured by the Chief At¬ 
torney of the regional office in whose 
area the custodian resides and will con¬ 
tain a statement showing the facts es¬ 
tablishing the continuance of the cus¬ 
todianship, and, in addition, will set 
forth the total amount received, dis¬ 
bursed, balance on hand, and bond, if 
any. 

(b) Accounts will not be required of a 
legal custodian who is the natural par¬ 
ent, adoptive parent or stepparent of a 
minor beneficiary so long as it has been 
determined that all Veterans Adminis¬ 
tration benefits paid or payable to the 
legal custodian on behalf of such bene¬ 
ficiary are required for the beneficiary’s 
current support and maintenance, except 
that, upon reasonable cause, the Chief 
Attorney may request an account as pro¬ 
tection of the beneficiary’s interests may 
require in individual cases. 

(c) Accounts will not be required, in 
the discretion of the Chief Attorney (1) 
when the custodian and beneficiary per¬ 
manently reside in a jurisdiction other 
than a State of the United States, the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico or the Republic of the 
Philippines, or (2) when the total estate 
is less than $200 and monthly payments 
do not exceed $15. 

(72 Stat. 1114; 38 U.S.C. 210) 

These regulations are effective April 3, 
1963. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

[seal] W. J. Driver, 

Deputy Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3458; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 

Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 9-7—CONTRACT CLAUSES 
Changes, CPFF 

Section 9-7.5006-4 Changes (CPFF) — 
is amended by revising it to read as 
follows: 

§ 9-7.5006-4 Changes (CPFF). 

(a) Changes and adjustment of fee. The 
Contracting Officer may at any time and 
without notice to the sureties, if any, issue 
written directions within the general scope 
of this contract requiring additional work or 
directing the omission of or variation in 
work covered by this contract. If any such 
direction results in a material change in 
the amount or character of the work de¬ 
scribed in the clause entitled “Statement 
of Work,” an equitable adjustment of the 
fixed fee shall be made in accordance with 
the agreement of the parties and the con¬ 
tract shall be modified in writing accordingly. 
Any claim by the contractor for an adjust¬ 
ment under this clause must be asserted in 
writing within 30 days from the date of 
receipt by the contractor of the notification 
of change; provided, however, that the Con¬ 
tracting Officer, if he decides that the facts 
justify such action, may receive and act 


upon any such claim asserted at any time 
prior to final payment under this contract. 
A failure to agree on an equitable adjustment 
under this clause shall be deemed to be 
a dispute within the meaning of the clause 
entitled “Disputes.” 

(b) Work to continue. Nothing con¬ 
tained in this clause shall excuse the con¬ 
tractor from proceeding with the prosecu¬ 
tion of the work in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of any direction hereunder. 

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201- sec 
205, 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486) 

Effective date. These regulations shall 
become effective 45 days following the 
date of publication in the Federal 
Register, but may be observed earlier. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 25th 
day of March 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

John V. Vinciguerra, 
Director, 

Division of Contracts. 

[FR. Doc. 63-3416; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 46—SHIPPING 

Chapter III—Great Lakes Pilotage 
Administration, Department of 
Commerce 

PART 402—GREAT LAKES PILOTAGE 
RULES AND ORDER 

Applicant Pilots 

Paragraph (a) of § 402.211 Applicant 
pilots, is amended to read as follows: 

(a) In order to assure an adequate 
number of registered pilots, the number 
of Applicant Pilots authorized to be in 
training by each association authorized 
to form a pool shall be as follows: 

District No. 1-5. 

District No. 2-12. 

District No. 3-5. 

Effective date: March 18,1963. 

A. T. Meschter, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3421; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
* Commission 

[FCC 63-287] 

PART 1—PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 

PART 10—PUBLIC SAFETY RADIO 
SERVICES 

PART 11—INDUSTRIAL RADIO 
SERVICES 

PART 16—LAND TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO SERVICES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D.C., on the 27th day of 
March 1963; 




Wednesday , April 3, 1963 
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The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration PCC Form 400-A; and 

It appearing, that FCC Form 400-A, 
now used for certain purposes as an ap¬ 
plication form in the Industrial, Land 
Transportation and Public Safety Radio 
Services governed by Parts 10, 11, and 16 
of the Commission’s rules, having proved 
to be unsatisfactory, should be deleted, 
and that, in its place, the regular appli¬ 
cation forms, i.e. FCC Form 400 for land 
and mobile stations and FCC Form 402 
for microwave stations, should be used 
in these radio services; and 
It further appearing, that authority 
for the actions ordered herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i), 303 and 308 of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended; and 

It further appearing, that the actions 
ordered herein pertain to matters of 
procedure and therefore the prior notice 
and effective date provisions of section 
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act 
are inapplicable; and 
It is ordered, Effective March 27, 1963, 
that FCC Form 400-A is deleted, FCC 
Form 400 or FCC Form 402, as appro¬ 
priate, shall be used by applicants in 
place of the previously required 400-A, 
and Parts 1, 10, 11, and 16 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules are amended as indicated 
below; and 

It is further ordered, That applica¬ 
tions filed on FCC Form 400-A in 
accordance with the present rule pro¬ 
visions of Parts 10, 11, and 16 will be 
accepted until July 1, 1963, but that 
applications filed after that date on the 
400-A will be dismissed without 
prejudice. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Released: March 29, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

§ 1.522 [Amendment] 

1. Section 1.522 is amended by deleting 
from the list therein the entry for FCC 
Form 400-A. 

2. Section 1.531(b) is amended to 
read: 

§ 1.531 Application for extension of 
construction permit. 

* * * * * 

(b) Application for extension of time 
within whicl\ to construct a station in 
Public Safety, Industrial, and Land 
Transportation Radio Services shall be 
submitted on FCC Form 400 or on FCC 
Form 402, as appropriate; in the Avia¬ 
tion Services on FCC Form 406, except 
Civil Air Patrol applications which shall 
use FCC Form 480; in the case of Class 
A stations in the Citizens Radio Service 
on FCC Form 400; and in all other serv¬ 
ices on FCC Form 701. Such applica¬ 
tion shall be filed at least 30 days prior 
to the expiration date of the construc¬ 
tion permit if the facts supporting such 
application for extension are known to 
the applicant in time to permit such 
filing. In other cases such applications 
will be accepted upon a showing satis¬ 
factory to the Commission of sufficient 


reasons for filing within less than 30 
days prior to the expiration date. 
Such applications will be granted upon 
a specific and detailed showing that the 
failure to complete was due to causes 
not under the control of the grantee, or 
upon a specific and detailed showing of 
other matters sufficient to justify the 
extension. 

§ 10.55 [Amendment] 

3. Section 10.55 is amended by deleting 
paragraph (c) and by inserting “[Re¬ 
served] ” in lieu thereof. 

4. Section 10.63(b) is amended to 
read: 

§ 10.63 Construction period. 

***** 

(b) In cases where the station is not 
ready for operational use on or before 
the expiration date of the construction 
permit, application for extension of time 
to construct shall be filed on FCC Form 
400, or on FCC Form 402, as appropriate. 

5. In § 10.65, paragraph (a) is 
amended and paragraph (b) is deleted 
as follows: 

§ 10.65 Changes in authorized stations. 
***** 

(a) Proposed changes which will re¬ 
sult in operation inconsistent with any 
of the terms of the current authorization 
require that an application for modifi¬ 
cation of construction permit and/or 
license be submitted to the Commission 
and shall be submitted on FCC Form 
400, or, in the case of microwave stations, 
on FCC Form 402, and shall be accom¬ 
panied by exhibits and supplementary 
statements as required by § 10.58. 

(b) [Reserved] 

§ 11.56 [Amendment] 

6. Section 11.56 is amended by deleting 
paragraph (c) and by inserting in lieu 
thereof “[Reserved]”. 

7. Section 11.62(b) is amended to 
read: 

§ 11.62 Construction period. 

***** 

(b) In cases where the station is not 
ready for operational use on or before 
the expiration date of the construction 
permit, application for extension of time 
shall be filed on FCC Form 400, or on 
FCC Form 402, as appropriate. 

8. In § 11.64, paragraph (a) is amended 
and paragraph (b) is deleted as follows: 

§ 11.64 Changes in authorized stations. 
***** 

(a) Proposed changes which will re¬ 
sult in operation inconsistent with any 
of the terms of the current authorization 
require that an application for modifi¬ 
cation of construction permit and/or li¬ 
cense be submitted to the Commission 
and shall be on FCC Form 400 or, in case 
of microwave stations, on FCC Form 402 
and shall be accompanied by exhibits and 
supplementary statements as required 
by § 11.58. 

(b) [Reserved] 

§ 16.56 [Amendment] 

9. Section 16.56 is amended by deleting 
paragraph (c) and inserting in lieu 
thereof “[Reserved]”. 


10. Section 16.62(b) is amended to 
read: 

§ 16.62 Construction period. 

***** 

(b) In cases where the station is not 
ready for operational use on or before 
the expiration date of the construction 
permit, application for extension of time 
shall be filed on FCC Form 400, or on 
FCC Form 402, as appropriate. 

11. In § 16.64,paragraph (a) isamended 
and paragraph (b) is deleted, as follows: 

§ 16.64 Changes in authorized stations. 
***** 

(a) Proposed changes which will re¬ 
sult in operation inconsistent with any 
of the terms of the current authorization 
require that an application for modifi¬ 
cation of construction permit and/or li¬ 
cense be submitted to the Commission 
and shall be on FCC Form 400 or, in the 
case of microwave stations, on FCC Form 
402 and shall be accompanied by exhibits 
and supplementary statements as re¬ 
quired by § 16.58. 

(b) [Reserved] 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3472; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.] 

I Docket No. 14661; RM-227; FCC 63-301 ] 

PART 3—radio broadcast 
SERVICES 

Use of Automatic Logging Devices 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 27th day of 
March 1963; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration its Report and Order released 
in this proceeding on February 25, 1963 
(FCC 63-184) and a “Petition to Stay 
Effective Date of Report and Order” 
filed by the National Association of 
Broadcasters on March 21, 1963, which 
petition requests that the effective date 
of the rule changes contained in the 
aforementioned Report and Order be 
stayed for a period of 60 days; 

It appearing, that the aforementioned 
Report and Order contains numerous 
changes in the Commission’s rules and 
regulations pertaining to automatic log¬ 
ging and other matters; and 

It further appearing, that the effective 
date of such changes is April 8, 1963; 
and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned petition to stay avers that 
because the new rules represent sub¬ 
stantial changes in practices and pro¬ 
cedures, and because many stations are 
not presently aware of the changes, more 
time in which to effect an orderly tran¬ 
sition from procedures under the present 
rules to procedures under the new rules 
is necessary; and 

It further appearing, that in view of 
the nature of the rule changes involved 
and the questions which may arise per¬ 
taining thereto, and in view of the im¬ 
portance of an orderly transition from 
procedures under the present rules to 
procedures under the new rules, it is in 
the public interest to stay the effective 
date of the new rules for approximately 
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one month, but that a stay of 60 days 
appears to be excessive: 

It is ordered , That the effective date 
of the amendments to Part 3 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations contained 
in the Appendix to the Report and Order 
released in this docket on February 25, 
1963 (FCC 63-184), is stayed until May 
10, 1963, on which date said amend¬ 
ments shall become effective; and 
It is further ordered , That the “Peti¬ 
tion to Stay Effective Date of Report and 
Order” filed on March 21, 1963, by the 
National Association of Broadcasters is 
granted insofar as it is consistent with 
the action taken herein, and in other 
respects is denied. 

Released: March 29, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3473; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14932; FCC 63-288] 

PART 10—public safety radio 
SERVICES 

Frequency Coordination Requirements 

1. The Commission issued a notice of 
proposed rule making in the above-en¬ 
titled matter requesting comments for or 
against the proposals contained therein. 
This notice was duly published (28 F.R. 
872 January 30, 1963) and required that 
such comments be filed on or before 
March 4, 1963, and that reply comments 
be submitted on or before March 14, 
1963. This time has elapsed and the 
Commission has considered all timely 
filed comments in reaching the deter¬ 
minations set forth below. 

2. The proposals under consideration 
were to amend Part 10, Subpart L, of the 
Local Government Radio Service. Spe¬ 
cifically, applicants would be permitted 
to satisfy the frequency coordination re¬ 
quirements either by the submission of 
an appropriate engineering study set 
forth in § 10.8(b), or, alternatively, by 
obtaining a letter of recommendation 
from a frequency advisory committee 
under the procedures established in 
§ 10.8(c). 

3. Presently, frequencies available to 
the Local Government Radio Service are 
governed by § 10.555(g) (4) in the case of 
“30 kc/s splits” and the § 10.555(g) (5) in 
the case of the “15 kc/s splits.” These 
sections, in essence, require an applicant 
to secure frequency coordination on an 
individual basis. With respect to the 
“30 kc/s splits,” this involves obtaining 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

consent from all licensees authorized to 
operate 30 kc/s or less from the appli¬ 
cant’s frequency where their stations are 
located within 75 miles of the applicant’s 
proposed base station. In addition to 
this requirement, applicants for “15 kc/s 
splits” are also required to demonstrate 
that the frequencies 15 kc/s removed 
from the requested frequency are cur¬ 
rently assigned for use in its area or that 
the use of these frequencies at the loca¬ 
tion proposed is impractical. Also, the 
proposed station must be more than 40 
miles from any other station which oper¬ 
ates on a frequency 30 kc/s or less re¬ 
moved from the requested frequency. 
Finally, these “15 kc/s splits” are author¬ 
ized for developmental operation only. 

4. These stringent requirements have 
been necessitated by the lack of an ap¬ 
propriate frequency advisory committee 
which could effectively give letters com¬ 
menting on the probable interference 
which might result from the applicant’s 
proposed operation. However, the for¬ 
mation of the Public Safety Communica¬ 
tions Council resulted in an agreement 
from its member organizations to coor¬ 
dinate and cooperate in assisting Local 
Government Radio applicants to obtain 
authorizations. Since this Council is 
composed of the American Association of 
State Highway Officials; the Associated 
Public-Safety Communications Officers, 
Inc.; the Eastern States Police Radio 
League; the Forestry-Conservation Com¬ 
munications Association and the Inter¬ 
national Municipal Signal Association, it 
appears reasonable to conclude that their 
joint effort as a frequency advisory com¬ 
mittee will enable the Commission to 
permit Local Government Radio appli¬ 
cants to utilize the provisions of 
§ 10.8(c). 

5. The comments received in this pro¬ 
ceeding seem to substantiate this expec¬ 
tation since all those filing supported 
the Commission’s proposals. As a prac¬ 
tical matter, an applicant in the Local 
Government Radio Service would now 
be able to follow either of the frequency 
coordination procedures now available 
to applicants in the Police, Fire, 
Forestry-Conservation and Highway 
Maintenance Radio Services. The ap¬ 
plicant may still choose to secure this 
frequency coordination on an individual 
basis under the provisions of § 10.8(b). 
The applicant may alternatively elect 
to seek a letter of recommendation from 
the frequency advisory committee in its 
area as provided in § 10.8(c). In the 
latter case, the applicant may submit his 
request to either the police, fire, forestry- 
conservation, or highway maintenance 
coordinator in its area. These commit¬ 


tee representatives will coordinate this 
request among themselves and will re¬ 
turn an appropriate letter of recommen¬ 
dation to the applicant for submission 
with its application. The Commission 
will supply copies of current grants to 
the coordinators on a regular basis so 
that their records will be > complete and 
up-to-date. As the notice of proposed 
rule making pointed out, this procedure 
may prove to be somewhat cumbersome; 
however, the Commission is of the opin¬ 
ion that providing this alternative means 
of satisfying frequency coordination will 
generally prove to be of considerable 
help in the efficient assignment of Local 
Government Radio frequencies. 

6. Since full compliance with the 
Commission’s technical standards is not 
required until October 31, 1963, there 
appears to be general agreement that 
the assignment of the “15 kc/s splits” 
should continue to be limited to develop¬ 
mental operation only until that date. 

7. To summarize: these amendments 
will permit an applicant to choose be¬ 
tween two frequency coordination pro¬ 
cedures. The applicant may elect to 
conduct an engineering survey and sub¬ 
mit a report as to probable interference, 
or follow the frequency advisory com¬ 
mittee procedure. 

8. Authority for the amendments set 
forth below is contained in sections 
4 (i) and 303 of the Communications Act 
of 1934 as amended. 

Therefore , it is ordered , This 27th day 
of March 1963, that Part 10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules is amended as set forth 
below, effective May 1,1963. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1088, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Released: March 29, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

Part 10 of the rules is amended as 
follows: 

Section 10.555 is amended by deleting 
limitation indicator 4 in the table in 
paragraph (f), by deleting paragraph 
(g) (4), and by amending paragraph (g) 
(5) to read as follows: 

§ 10.555 Frequencies available to the 
Local Government Radio Service. 

♦ * * * * 

(g) * • * 

(4) [Reserved] 

(5) Available only for developmental 
operation until November 1,1963. 

[FR. Doc. 63-3474; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:51 am.] 







Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
C 7 CFR Part 959 ] 

ONIONS GROWN IN SOUTH TEXAS 

Proposed Increase in Expenses and 
Rate of Assessment 

Consideration is being given to a 
proposal submitted by the South Texas 
Onion Committee established under 
Marketing Agreement No. 143 and Order 
No. 959, both as amended (7 CFR Part 
959), regulating the handling of onions 
grown in designated counties in South 
Texas. This marketing program is ef¬ 
fective under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). 

It is proposed that the Secretary of 
Agriculture approve an amended budget 
of $67,800.00 for the South Texas Onion 
Committee for the fiscal period ending 
January 31, 1964, and an increase in the 
rate of assessment to be paid by each 
handler from one-half cent to one cent 
per 50 pound sack of onions, or equiva¬ 
lent quantity, handled by him as the first 
handler thereof during said fiscal period. 

Interested persons who desire to sub¬ 
mit written data, views, or arguments 
for consideration in connection with this 
proposal may do so by submitting the 
same to the Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington 25, D.C., not later than the 
fifth day following publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Dated: March29,1963. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division , Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3471; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[ 10 CFR Parts 2, 50, 115 1 

NUCLEAR POWER AND TEST 
REACTORS 

Proposed Procedures Governing Ef¬ 
fective Dates of Initial Decisions 
Authorizing Issuance or Amend¬ 
ment of Construction Permits and 
Authorizations, and Issuance of 
Provisional Operating Licenses and 
Authorizations 

Experience gained by the Atomic 
Energy Commission in administering its 
regulatory program indicates the desira¬ 
bility of amending 10 CFR Parts 2, 50 
and 115 in order to revise its present 
procedures governing the effective dates 


of initial decisions authorizing the issu¬ 
ance or amendment of construction 
permits and construction authorizations, 
and the issuance of provisional operating 
licenses and provisional operating au¬ 
thorizations, for nuclear power and test 
reactors. 

The proposed amendments of 10 CFR 
Part 2 would provide a procedure by 
which an initial decision directing issu¬ 
ance or amendment of a construction 
permit or construction authorization 
could be made effective ten days after 
issuance when no substantial question 
of fact, law or discretion has been pre¬ 
sented, the record clearly warrants 
such action, and a denial of expedited 
effectiveness will result in substantial 
economic injury or be detrimental to 
the public interest. 

The proposed amendments of 10 CFR 
Part 50 and Part 115 would modify the 
existing provisions of 10 CFR 50.57(e) 
and 115.45(e), which presently permit 
immediate effectiveness of initial deci¬ 
sions granting provisional operating 
licenses and authorizations, by providing 
instead that they may become effective 
ten days after issuance. 

Related proposed amendments of 10 
CFR Part 2 would render inapplicable to 
such cases the expedited decisional pro¬ 
cedures presently provided by 10 CFR 
2.761. Those procedures authorize deter¬ 
mination of a proceeding by order with¬ 
out an initial decision by stipulation of 
the parties, and permit an initial decision 
to be made effective immediately by 
stipulation. 

The purpose of the proposed amend¬ 
ments of Part 2 is to permit expedited 
effectiveness of construction permits and 
authorizations, and amendments of such 
permits and authorizations, without re¬ 
course to the procedures of § 2.761, 
which are available only by stipulation 
and waiver of certain procedural rights. 
The amendments of §§ 50.57(e) and 
115.45(e) will provide the Commission 
with a period of ten days within which 
to conduct preliminary informal review 
of an initial decision granting a provi¬ 
sional operating license or authorization, 
prior to loading of the reactor with 
nuclear fuel. 

Notice is hereby given that the Com¬ 
mission is considering the adoption of the 
following regulations. All interested 
persons who desire to submit written 
comments and suggestions for consider¬ 
ation in connection with the proposed 
rules should send them to the Secretary, 
United States Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., within thirty 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. Comments re¬ 
ceived after that period will be consid¬ 
ered if it is practicable to do so, but 
assurance of consideration cannot be 
given except as to comments filed within 
the period specified. 

1. A new paragraph (d) is added to 
§2.761 to read as follows: 


(d) The provisions of this section do 
not apply to an initial decision directing 
the issuance or amendment of a con¬ 
struction permit or construction author¬ 
ization, or the issuance of a provisional 
operating license or authorization. 

2. A new § 2.764 is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 2.764 Expedited effectiveness of ini¬ 
tial decision directing issuance or 
amendment of construction permit. 

(a) An initial decision directing the 
issuance or amendment of a construction 
permit or construction authorization 
may, upon written motion, be made effec¬ 
tive ten (10) days after issuance when 
the presiding officer finds that (1) no 
substantial question of fact, law, or dis¬ 
cretion has been presented; (2) the rec¬ 
ord clearly warrants such action; and 
(3) denial of the motion will result in 
substantial economic injury or be detri¬ 
mental to the public interest. 

(b) If any party opposes the motion 
for expedited effectiveness of the initial 
decision, the presiding officer may stay 
its effectiveness pending the filing, with¬ 
in five (5) days after its issuance, of a 
petition for review of the provision for 
expedited effectiveness, and thereafter 
until decision by the Commission on the 
petition for review. 

3. Sections 50.57(e) and 115.45(e) are 
each revised to read as follows: 

(e) In cases where hearings have been 
held in connection with proceedings 
under this section, the presiding officer 
may, upon written motion of a party, and 
upon good cause shown, provide that 
any initial decision issued pursuant to 
this section shall become effective ten 
(10) days after issuance subject to (1) 
the review thereof and further decision 
by the Commission upon a petition for 
review filed by any party within twenty 
(20) days after issuance of such initial 
decision pursuant to the Commission’s 
rules of practice, and (2) such further 
order as the Commission may enter upon 
such petition for review or upon its own 
motion within forty-five (45) days after 
the issuance of such initial decision. In 
the absence of any further Commission 
order pursuant to the foregoing and a 
petition for review of the initial decision, 
the initial decision shall become the final 
decision of the Commission at the end 
of such forty-five (45) day period. If 
any party opposes the motion for expe¬ 
dited effectiveness of the initial decision, 
the presiding officer may stay ijs effec¬ 
tiveness pending filing within five (5) 
days after its issuance of a petition for 
review of the provision for expedited 
effectiveness, and thereafter until deci¬ 
sion by the Commission on the petition 
for review. 

(Secs. 161, 185, 68 Stat. 948, 956, 42 U.S.C. 
2201, 2235) 


3207 






3208 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


Dated this 22d day of March 1963, at 
Germantown, Md. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, 
Secretary. 

IP.R. Doc. 63-3418; Filed. Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.J 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-CE-18] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed Alteration and Designation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Chanute, Kans., control zone is 
designated within a 5-mile radius of the 
Martin Johnson Airport; within 2 miles 
either side of the Chanute radio range 
east course extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12 miles east of the radio 
range; and within 2 miles either side 
of the Chanute VOR 062° and 242° True 
radials extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 12 miles southwest of the VOR. 

To implement the provisions of CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29 in the Chanute 
terminal area, the Federal Aviation 
Agency has under consideration the 
following airspace actions: 

1. Redesignate the Chanute control 
zone to comprise that airspace within a 
5-mile radius of the Martin Johnson 
Airport (latitude 37°40'05" N., longi¬ 
tude 95°29'00" W.) and within 2 miles 
either side of the Chanute VOR 064° 
True radial extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to the VOR. 

2. Designate the Chanute transition 
area as that airspace extending upward 
from 1,200 feet above the surface within 
8 miles southeast and 12 miles northwest 
of the Chanute VOR 244° and 064° True 
radials extending from 12 miles south¬ 
west to 15 miles northeast of the VOR, 
excluding the portion within Caution 
Area C-198. 

3. The floor of the airways that tra¬ 
verse the transition area proposed herein 
would automatically coincide with the 
floor of the transition area. 

The proposed alteration of the Cha¬ 
nute control zone and the designation of 
the Chanute transition area would pro¬ 
vide protection for aircraft executing 
prescribed holding, arrival and departure 
procedures within the Chanute terminal 
area. The portion of the Olathe, Kans., 
control area extension within the pro¬ 
posed transition area would have a con¬ 
trolled airspace floor coincident with the 
floor of the transition area. Conversion 
of the Olathe control area extension to 
a transition area with appropriate con¬ 
trolled airspace floor assignments will be 
accomplished at a later date under the 
Olathe terminal area CAR Amendment 
60-21/60-29 implementation program. 


Certain minor revisions to prescribed in¬ 
strument procedures would be effected in 
conjunction with the actions proposed 
herein, but operational complexity would 
not be introduced nor would aircraft per¬ 
formance or present landing minimums 
be adversely affected. 

Specific and detailed changes to pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rules altitudes that would be required 
may be examined by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Central Region, Federal 
Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, 
Kansas City 10, Mo. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Central Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas 
City 10, Mo. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Agen¬ 
cy officials may be made by contacting 
the Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, 
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C. Any data, views or 
arguments presented during such confer¬ 
ences must also be submitted in writing 
in accordance with this notice in order 
to become part of the record for consid¬ 
eration. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
27,1963. 

Clifford P. Burton, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3425; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.J 


E 14 CFR 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-CE-13] 

CONTROL ZONE, TRANSITION AREA, 
AND CONTROL AREA EXTENSION 

Proposed Alteration, Designation, and 
Revocation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.65), 
notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering amend¬ 
ments to Part 71 [New] of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, the substance of 
which is stated below. 

The following controlled airspace is 
designated in the Joplin, Mo., terminal 
area: 


1. The Joplin control zone is desig¬ 
nated within a 5-mile radius of the Jop¬ 
lin Municipal Airport and within 2 miles 
either side of the 318° True bearing from 
the airport extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 10 miles northwest of the 
Joplin ILS outer marker. 

2. The Joplin control area extension 
is designated within a 25-mile radius of 
the Joplin Municipal Airport. 

To implement the provisions of CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29 in the Joplin 
terminal area, the Federal Aviation 
Agency has under consideration the fol¬ 
lowing airspace actions: 

1. Redesignate the Joplin control zone 

to comprise that airspace within a 5-mile 
radius of the Joplin Municipal Airport 
(latitude 37°09'00" N., longitude 

94° 29'50" W.) and within 2 miles 
either side of the Joplin ILS localizer 
southeast course extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to 7 miles southeast of 
the airport. 

2. Revoke the Joplin control area ex¬ 
tension and designate the Joplin transi¬ 
tion area. The proposed transition area 
would extend upward from 700 feet 
above the surface within 2 miles either 
side of the Joplin ILS localizer north¬ 
west course extending from the arc of a 
5-mile radius circle centered at the 
Joplin Municipal Airport to 8 miles 
northwest of the outer marker, and the 
airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface within 8 miles 
northeast and 6 miles southwest of the 
Joplin ILS localizer northwest and 
southeast courses extending from 12 
miles northwest to 31 miles southeast of 
the outer marker. 

3. The floors of the airways that 
traverse the proposed transition area 
would automatically coincide with the 
floor of the transition area. 

The proposed alteration of the Joplin 
control zone would provide protection to 
aircraft executing prescribed arrival and 
departure procedures at the Joplin 
Municipal Airport. The proposed tran¬ 
sition area would raise the floor of con¬ 
trolled airspace, beyond the control zone 
and a small area northwest of the air¬ 
port, from 700 to 1,200 feet and, as a 
result, would make such airspace avail¬ 
able for other uses, yet sufficient con¬ 
trolled airspace would be retained to 
provide adequate protection to aircraft 
executing prescribed holding, arrival 
and departure procedures within the 
Joplin terminal area. Certain minor 
revisions to prescribed instrument pro¬ 
cedures would be effected in conjunc¬ 
tion with the actions proposed herein, 
but operational complexity would not be 
introduced nor would aircraft perform¬ 
ance or present landing minimums be 
adversely affected. 

Specific and detailed changes to pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rules altitudes that would be required 
may be examined by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Central Region, Federal 
Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, 
Kansas City 10, Mo. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Central Region, Attn: 
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Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avi¬ 
ation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kan¬ 
sas City 10, Mo. All communications 
received within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Division 
Chief, or the Chief, Airspace Utilization 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Washington 25, D.C. Any data, views 
or arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
27, 1963. 

Clifford P. Burton, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3426; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 71 [New] 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-13] 

CONTROL ZONE, TRANSITION AREA, 
AND CONTROL AREA EXTENSION 

Proposed AJteration, Designation, and 
Revocation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The following controlled airspace is 
designated in the Childress, Tex., ter¬ 
minal area: 

1. The Childress control zone is desig¬ 
nated within a 3-mile radius of the 
Childress Municipal Airport and within 
2 miles either side of the Childress VOR 
002° and 182° True radials extending 
from the 3-mile radius zone to 10 miles 
south of the VOR. 

2. The Childress control area exten¬ 
sion is designated within 5 miles either 
side of the Childress VOR 182° True 
radial extending from the VOR to 15 
miles south. 

3. A portion of the Altus, Okla., con¬ 
trol area extension which, in the vicinity 
of Childress, is bounded on the south by 
V-102, and on the west by V-14 and 
V-114. 

To implement the provisions of CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29 in the Chil¬ 
dress terminal area, the Federal Avia- 
No. 65-3 


tion Agency has under consideration the 
following airspace actions: 

1. Redesignate the Childress control 
zone to comprise that airspace within a 
5-mile radius of the Childress Municipal 
Airport (latitude 34°25'55" N., longitude 
100°17'45" W.) and within 2 miles on 
each side of the Childress VOR 182° True 
radial extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles south of the VOR. 

2. Revoke the Childress control area 
extension and designate the Childress 
transition area. The proposed transition 
area would comprise that airspace up¬ 
ward from 700 feet above the surface 
within a 7-mile radius of the Childress 
Municipal Airport, and that airspace up¬ 
ward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
within a 20-mile radius of the Childress 
Municipal Airport, and within 10 miles 
southeast and 7 miles northwest of the 
Childress VOR 244° True radial extend¬ 
ing from the 20-mile radius area to 20 
miles southwest of the VOR. The por¬ 
tion of the Altus, Okla., control area ex¬ 
tension within the proposed transition 
area would have a controlled airspace 
floor coincident with the floor of the 
transition area. Controlled airspace re¬ 
quirements for the Altus terminal area 
will be reviewed at a later date under the 
CAR Amendment 60-21/60-29 imple¬ 
mentation program. 

3. The floors of the airways that tra¬ 
verse this transition area would auto¬ 
matically coincide with the floor of the 
transition area. 

The proposed alteration to the Chil¬ 
dress control zone would provide protec¬ 
tion to aircraft executing prescribed 
instrument approach and departure pro¬ 
cedures at the Childress Municipal Air¬ 
port. The proposed transition area 
would raise the floor of controlled air¬ 
space, beyond a 7-mile radius and a small 
extension to the south, from 700 to 1,200 
feet and, as a result, would make such 
airspace available for other uses, yet 
sufficient controlled airspace would be 
retained to provide adequate protection 
to aircraft executing prescribed holding, 
arrival and departure procedures within 
the Childress terminal area. Certain 
minor revisions to prescribed instrument 
procedures would be effected in conjunc¬ 
tion with the actions proposed herein, 
but operational complexity would not be 
introduced nor would aircraft perform¬ 
ance or present landing minimums be ad¬ 
versely affected. 

Specific and detailed changes to pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rules altitudes that would be required 
may be examined by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Southwest Region, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Fort Worth 1, Tex. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Southwest Region, Attn; 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth 
1, Tex. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 


arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
27,1963. 

Clifford P. Burton, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3427; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-EA-77] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.65), 
notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration the designation of 
a transition area at Hopkinsville, Ky. 
The proposed transition area would ex¬ 
tend upward from 1,200 feet above the 
surface within the area north and west 
of Campbell AAF bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at latitude 36°07'30" N., longi¬ 
tude 87°55'15" W.; to latitude 36°28'00" 
N., longitude 88° 19'50" W.; to latitude 
36°34'45" N., longitude 88°03'00" W.; to 
latitude 36°44'45" N., longitude 88°09'- 
55" W.; to latitude 36°54'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 88°42'15" W.; to latitude 36°59'00" 
N., longitude 88°37'00" W.; to latitude 
37°00'30" N., longitude 88°31'55" W.; to 
latitude 36°53'20" N., longitude 88°07'- 
05" W.; to latitude 37°12'50" N., longi¬ 
tude 87°39'30" W.; to latitude 37°17'30" 
N., longitude 87° 19'00" W.; to latitude 
36°59'45" N., longitude 87°10'00" W.; to 
latitude 36°59'20" N., longitude 87°33'- 
30" W.; thence counterclockwise along 
the arc of a 25-mile radius circle cen¬ 
tered at latitude 36°37'27" N., longitude 
87°32'59" W.; to latitude 36°16'40" N., 
longitude 87°04'00" W.; to latitude 36°- 
07'30" N., longitude 87°51'00" W.; to 
point of beginning; and within the area 
southeast of Campbell AAF bounded by a 
line beginning at latitude 36°25'40" N., 
longitude 87°01'00" W.; to latitude 36°- 
15'30" N., longitude 87° 10'30" W.; to 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


latitude 36°17'50" N., longitude 87°23'- 
00" W.; to point of beginning. 

The action proposed herein would pro¬ 
vide protection for military aircraft 
executing prescribed holding, arrival and 
departure procedures in the Hopkins¬ 
ville terminal area. To permit fulfill¬ 
ment of the urgent airspace require¬ 
ments at the earliest practicable date, 
this action is being proposed in advance 
of the implementation of Amendments 
60-21 and 60-29 to the Civil Air Regu¬ 
lations, Part 60, Air Traffic Rules, in the 
entire Hopkinsville area. Upon comple¬ 
tion of the area review of the airspace 
requirements attendant to full imple¬ 
mentation of these amendments, sepa¬ 
rate airspace action will be initiated 
proposing the conversion of the control 
area extensions in this area to transi¬ 
tion areas with appropriate floor assign¬ 
ments, and the designation of appropri¬ 
ate airway floors consistent with en 
route requirements. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Eastern Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avi¬ 
ation Agency, Federal Building, New 
York International Airport, Jamaica 30, 
N.Y. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No pub¬ 
lic hearing is contemplated at this time, 
but arrangements for informal confer¬ 
ences with Federal Aviation Agency offi¬ 
cials may be made by contacting the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
27,1963. 

Clifford P. Burton, 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3428; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 159 [New] ] 

[Reg. Docket No. 1675; Notice No. 63-12] 

NATIONAL CAPITAL AIRPORTS 

Proposed Landing Charges 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration a proposal to amend 
Part 159 [New] of the Federal Aviation 


Regulations by adding a new Subpart 
H—Charges, to set forth a schedule of 
landing charges at Washington Na¬ 
tional and Dulles International Airports. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the making of the proposed rule by sub¬ 
mitting such written data, views, or com¬ 
ments as they may desire. Communi¬ 
cations should identify the regulatory 
docket and notice numbers and be sub¬ 
mitted to the Federal Aviation Agency, 
Office of the General Counsel: Attention 
Rules Docket, Room A-103, 1711 New 
York Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. 
All communications received on or before 
May 3, 1963, will be considered before 
taking action upon the proposed rule. 
The proposals contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. All comments submitted will 
be available both before and after the 
closing date for comments, in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. 

The Bureau of the Budget, acting in 
behalf of the President, issued Circular 
No. A-25 on September 23, 1959. That 
circular sets forth general policies for 
developing an equitable and uniform 
system of charges for certain Govern¬ 
ment services and property. It provides 
that a reasonable charge be made for 
any Federal activity which conveys spe¬ 
cial benefits to the recipient above and 
beyond those which accrue to the public 
at large, and that this charge should 
cover the total cost of the service, unless 
payment of the full costs would not be 
in the interest of the program. The 
charges provided for in this part are in 
accord with Circular No. A-25. 

In order to more specifically apply 
this Executive Department intent, the 
Federal Aviation Agency issued Order 
OA 5400.1 on November 5, 1962. That 
Order sets forth the general policy that, 
to the extent possible, all airports under 
the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Na¬ 
tional Capital Airports will be operated 
on a self-sustaining, business-enterprise 
basis. It further provides that it will be 
the objective to obtain full cost recovery 
in each major cost area with every user 
paying the costs of facilities and services 
provided them. 

The proposed fees take into considera¬ 
tion the cost to the United States of 
maintaining the airports, the reasonable¬ 
ness of the charge in relation to the 
benefit derived, and their relationship to 
the development and maintenance of a 
sound civil aviation program. 

It will be noted that the proposed fee 
schedules completely exempt all non¬ 
revenue flights by aircraft under 3,500 
pounds maximum authorized gross land¬ 
ing weight. 

This exemption is being granted in 
recognition of the limited general avia¬ 
tion facilities at Washington National 
Airport and due to the early state of 
development of such facilities at Dulles 
International Airport. Such exemption 
will be subjected to a review and possible 
adjustment, following a two year effec¬ 
tive period. 

The fees provided in this amendment 
are in addition to any separate parking 
or other charges for services performed 
by base operators at the two airports. 


In order to provide internal consistency 
within Part 159 [New], it is proposed 
to move present § 159.45 Payment for 
services, into the proposed new Subpart 
H and to renumber it as § 159.185. 

In consideration of the foregoing, no¬ 
tice is hereby given that it is proposed 
to amend Part 159 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations (14 CFR Part 159 
[New]) by adding a new Subpart H as 
follows: 

Subpart H—Charges 

§ 159.181 Landing charges. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, the charge for each 
landing of an aircraft at Washington Na¬ 
tional Airport or Dulles International 
Airport is as follows: 

Washington National Airport 
Aircraft weight 


( pounds) Charge 

3,500 or less_$0. 50 

3,501- 4,000_ . 60 

4,001- 5,000_ . 75 

5,001- 6,000_ .90 

6,001- 7,000_ 1.05 

7,001- 8,000_ 1.20 

8,001- 9,000_ 1. 35 

9,001-10,000_ 1. 50 

10,001-11,000_____ 1.65 

11,001-12,000_ 1.80 

12,001-13,000_ 1.95 

13,001-14,000_ 2. 10 

14,001-15,000_ 2.25 

15,001-16,000_ 2.40 

16,001-17,000_ 2.55 

17,001-18,000_ 2.70 

18,001-19,000_ 2.85 

19,001-20,000_ 3.00 

Over 20,000_ (i) 


1 $0.15 for each 1,000 pounds, computed to 
the nearest 1,000 pounds. 

Dulles International Airport 
Aircraft weight 


( pounds) Charge 

3,500 or less_$0.75 

3,501- 4,000_ 1.00 

4,001- 5,000___ 1. 25 

5,001- 6,000_ l. 50 

6,001- 7,000___ 1. 75 

7,001- 8,000_ 2 00 

8,001- 9,000_ 2. 25 

9,001-10,000_ 2 50 

10,001-11,000.__ 2 75 

11,001-12,000_ 3 00 

12,001-13,000_ 3 25 

13,001-14,000_ 3.50 

14,001-15,000_ 3 75 

15,001-16,000_ “I" 4 * 00 

16,001-17,000__ 4 25 

17,001-18,000_ 4 so 

18,001-19,000_ 4 75 

19,001-20,000_ 5.00 

Over 20,000_ (i) 


1 $0.25 for each 1,000 pounds, computed to 
the nearest 1,000 pounds. 

(b) There is no landing charge under 
this subpart for— 

(1) Non-revenue flights by aircraft of 
less than 3,500 pounds weight; 

(2) Aircraft whose operators have a 
contract with the United States for use 
of the Airports and pay appropriate fees 
directly to the United States; 

(3) Public aircraft; or 

(4) An aircraft compelled to return 
after takeoff. 

§ 159.183 Computation of weight for 
payment of charges. 

For the purposes of § 159.181, the 
weight of an aircraft is the maximum au- 
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thorized gross landing weight permitted 
for that aircraft by the appropriate 
aeronautical authority of the country in 
which it was made. 

§ 159.185 Payment for services. 

Unless satisfactory credit arrange¬ 
ments have been made, a person who has 
used Airport facilities, or who owes for 
storage, supplies, repairs, or other serv¬ 
ices by the Airport must pay for them 
before takeoff. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 1301 of Title 7 of 
the District of Columbia Code, 1961 Edi¬ 
tion, section 2 of the Act of June 29, 
1940, as amended (72 Stat. 731) and sec¬ 
tions 4 and 8 of the Act of September 7, 
1950, as amended (72 Stat. 731). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
26, 1963. 

N. E. Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-3395; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Parts 2, 3 1 

[Docket No. 15022; FCC 63-289] 

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS RADIO 
ASTRONOMY SITE 

Proposed Temporary Interference 
Protection 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 
2 and 3 of the Commission’s rules to pro¬ 
vide temporary interference protection 
to the University of Illinois radio as¬ 
tronomy site on frequencies between 608 
and 614 Mc/s, Television Channel No. 37; 
Docket No. 15022, RM-180. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-captioned mat¬ 
ter. 

2. On May 6, 1960, the University of 
Illinois filed a petition (RM-180) re¬ 
questing the Commission to delete tele¬ 
vision Channel 37 (608-614 Mc/s) from 
the Table of Assignments (§ 3.606 of the 
Commission’s rules) and to reserve that 
channel for radio astronomy on a na¬ 
tionwide basis. An opposition to the 
petition was filed by the Association of 
Maximum Service Telecasters, Inc. 
(AMST). The University of Illinois pe¬ 
tition was supported (indirectly, in 
related Docket 13458) by Cornell Univer¬ 
sity, Yale University, Rensselaer Poly¬ 
technic Institute, the National Academy 
of Sciences, and Carnegie Institution of 
Washington. 

3. On March 8, 1961 the Commission 
adopted a Memorandum Opinion and 
Order (FCC 61-327, released March 13, 
1961) denying the University of Illinois 
petition on the basis that it was prema¬ 
ture in view of the fact that the Com¬ 
mission had not reached a final conclu¬ 
sion in Docket 11997, a general inquiry 
into allocation of the band 25-890 Mc/s 
instituted by the Commission in 1957. 
A petition for reconsideration filed by 
the University of Illinois has, in accord¬ 


ance with the University’s subsequent re¬ 
quest, been held in abeyance pending 
disposition of the proceedings in Docket 
11997. 

4. When the University of Illinois pe¬ 
tition was filed, the only television sta¬ 
tion operating on Channel 37 was an 
experimental station in Camden, New 
Jersey, to which radio astronomy inter¬ 
ests do not object. In view of the alleged 
importance of radio astronomy observa¬ 
tions in the band 608-614 Mc/s, the Com¬ 
mission initiated an interim procedure 
to protect such observations. This in¬ 
volved avoiding the use of Channel 37 
by shifting UHF TV channels so as to 
make available some other channel for 
use by new stations. This has provided 
a practical solution for some time. How¬ 
ever, because of the increasing number of 
UHF TV stations and applications, it had 
become obvious that this interim pro¬ 
cedure cannot be used in all instances. 
For example, the Commission now has 
four UHF TV applications for the use of 
Channel 37 at Paterson, New Jersey, a 
location where no other UHF TV chan¬ 
nel can be substituted. It is reasonable 
to assume that this situation will arise 
at other locations in the future. Recent 
legislation and rule making requiring the 
manufacture of all-channel television 
receivers, moreover, increases the likeli¬ 
hood that additional applications for 
operation on Channel 37 will be received. 

5. In view of the above developments, 
and despite the absence of a final de¬ 
cision in Docket No. 11997, it is apparent 
that the public interest questions raised 
by the conflicting needs of television 
broadcasting and radio astronomy with 
respect to Channel 37 must be resolved 
at this time. Studies indicate this may 
be accomplished by the adoption of a 
plan which would provide a reasonable 
degree of co-channel protection to the 
University of Illinois radio astronomy 
installation for a limited number of years 
without undue adverse impact on the 
television broadcasting service. 

6. Although the nature and impor¬ 
tance of television broadcasting are 
familiar to most, radio astronomy is a 
less well known subject because of its 
newness and its unusual application of 
radio for scientific purposes. The fol¬ 
lowing points are therefore included for 
information, with special reference to 
the University of Illinois radio telescope. 

A. The University of Illinois con¬ 
structed a radio astronomy telescope at 
its observatory site near Danville, Illinois, 
under a contract with the Office of Naval 
Research. The principal usage is to ob¬ 
tain accurate positions, flux densities 
and information about the spectra of 
sources outside the Milky Way galaxy. 
An important project will be the com¬ 
pilation of a catalog of discrete radio 
sources, of which many are expected to 
represent very distant astronomical ob¬ 
jects. The cataloging of such sources 
is said to be of great value to astrono¬ 
mers and to those concerned with space 
technology. 

B. The radio telescope was designed 
for optimum performance at a center 
frequency of 611 Mc/s, and consists of 
a parabolic cylinder 400 feet wide by 
600 feet long, with its axis lying north 


and south and having a focal length of 
155 feet. The instrument has 160,000 
square feet of effective receiving area, 
which is two to three time greater than 
that of the Jodrell Bank Radio Astron¬ 
omy Observatory located at Manchester, 
England. The unique design of the 
radio telescope makes possible greater 
sensitivity, in the spectrum area re¬ 
quested, than that of any other known 
existing instrument. The sources to be 
detected are of the order of 10" 2fl watts 
per square meter per cycle per second of 
bandwidth. The radio telescope is not 
steerable, and depends upon the earth’s 
rotation on its axis to bring the celestial 
signal source under study over the tele¬ 
scope once per day. 

C. The design for the center frequency 
of 611 Mc/s was chosen when it was 
hoped and anticipated by the petitioner 
that the band 610-615 Mc/s would be 
reserved for radio astronomy at the 1959 
Geneva Conference. Although, this fre¬ 
quency band for radio astronomy was not 
adopted in Region 2 (the Americas), the 
importance of radio astronomy was 
recognized at the Geneva Conference 
(1959) by the allocation of the band 404- 
410 Mc/s to radio astronomy in Regions 
2 and 3, and the band 406-410 Mc/s in 
Region 1, and the band 1400-1427 Mc/s 
on a world-wide basis. Furthermore, the 
conference agreed upon a number of 
recommendations and footnotes con¬ 
cerning frequency protection for radio 
astronomy. Recommendation No. 32 of 
the Radio Regulations, adopted by the 
Conference, recommends that: “adminis¬ 
trations when drawing up frequency 
assignment plans should leave, as far 
as practicable, the band 606-614 Mc/s 
free for radio astronomical observations 
or should assign frequencies to stations 
of other services in this band in such a 
way as to afford the maximum practi¬ 
cable protection for the radio astronomy 
service”. Pursuant to footnote 332 to 
the Table of Frequency Allocations, 
Article 5, in Regions 1 and 3, the band 
606-614 Mc/s may be used by the radio 
astronomy service until such time as it 
is required by other services to which 
this band is allocated. 

D. The International Radio Consulta¬ 
tive Committee (CCIR) in Recommen¬ 
dation No. 314, adopted at its IXth 
Plenary Assembly (Los Angeles, 1959), 
states that “Administrations should 
afford all practicable protection to the 
frequencies used by radio astronomers 
in their own and neighboring countries”. 

E. By Report and Order in Docket No. 
11745, effective on December 26,1958, the 
Commission amended several parts of 
the rules to provide a radio interference 
protection zone to the radio astronomy 
service in the vicinity of Sugar Grove 
and Green Bank, West Virginia, for the 
Naval Research Observatory (NRRO) 
and the National Radio Astronomy Ob¬ 
servatory (NRAO). This radio interfer¬ 
ence protection does not involve any 
specific frequencies or bands but requires 
close technical coordination and cooper¬ 
ation between all licensees or potential 
licensees and the radio astronomy in¬ 
terests for radio stations within a given 
distance of the above observatories. 

7. In an article written by Mr. G. C. 
McVittie, Director, University of Illinois 
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Observatory, and appearing in the mag¬ 
azine “Sky and Telescope,” Vol. XXIV, 
No. 6, December, 1962, the following 
statement is made relative to the radio 
astronomy installation in question. 

Normally, we plan to use daylight hours 
for manually setting the phasing of the in¬ 
dividual spirals. Then during the night a 
scan of the desired declination will be re¬ 
corded, thereby avoiding radio interference 
from the sun. Allowing for overlap of suc¬ 
cessive scans and for a few re-runs when 
interference has spoiled the record, we ex¬ 
pect five years will be needed to complete 
the survey of discrete sources in the acces¬ 
sible part of the sky. 

8. In view of the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission proposes to grant the University 
of Illinois petition for reconsideration, 
in part, by amending Parts 2 and 3 of 
the rules to delete the availability of 
Channel 37 (608-614 Mc/s) for authori¬ 
zation in the broadcasting service, until 
January 1,1968, in an area circumscribed 
by a radius of 600 statute miles centered 
about Danville, Illinois, latitude 40° 03' 
38” N., longitude 87°33'49" W., the loca¬ 
tion of the University of Illinois radio 
astronomy site. Additionally, to provide 
a greater measure of protection during 
the more critical nighttime hours, it is 
proposed that television stations as¬ 
signed Channel 37 beyond the 600 statute 
mile limit be permitted to transmit only 
between 7:00 a.m. and midnight local 
time during the period prior to January 
1, 1968. Thus, taking time zone differ¬ 
ences into account, a minimum of 4 hours 
would be provided each night when no 
television stations in the United States 
would be permitted to transmit on Chan¬ 
nel 37. The Commission will not issue 
any final authorizations for the use of 
Channel 37 anywhere within the United 
States until the termination of this pro¬ 
ceeding because of the possibility that 
comments received may indicate that it 
would be in the public interest for the 
Commission to adopt a temporary pro¬ 
tection plan involving a radius other 
than that proposed herein. 

9. Comments in this proceeding should 
not be directed to the general matter of 
frequency allocations for radio astron¬ 
omy, the subject for which proceedings 
in Dockets 14475 and 14477 were promul¬ 
gated. Instead, comments should be re¬ 
stricted to the proposal herein intended 
to provide protection to the University 
of Illinois radio astronomy installation 
at Danville, Illinois, for a temporary pe¬ 
riod of time. 

10. The Commission wishes to point 
out that additional information regard¬ 
ing specific technical aspects of the Uni¬ 
versity of Illinois radio astronomy opera¬ 
tion appears necessary to enable the 
Commission to reach a final determina¬ 
tion in this proceeding. The radio as¬ 
tronomy interests are, therefore, urged 
to submit full and specific technical in¬ 
formation in their comments, including 
responses to the following questions: 

A. During what hours of the day and 
during what seasons of the year will ob¬ 
servations with the University of Illinois 
radio telescope be required? 

B. What programs of research are 
currently planned for the University of 
Illinois radio telescope and what time 
schedules are involved? 


C. What is the nature and importance 
of the results expected to be obtained 
from the programs referred to in B 
above? 

D. Could the program of research now 
planned for the University of Illinois 
radio telescope be carried out at any 
other existing facility? 

E. What is the minimum bandwidth 
within which protection is required for 
the University of Illinois radio telescope? 

P. To what extent is it expected that 
radio signals originating on earth and 
reflected off the moon or man-made 
satellites will prove to be sources of inter¬ 
ference to the University of Illinois radio 
telescope? How would such interfer¬ 
ence compare, in severity, with that 
generated directly by Channel 37 TV sta¬ 
tions at various distances from the 
telescope? 

11. All interested persons are invited 
to file, on or before May 1, 1963, com¬ 
ments supporting or opposing the pro¬ 
posal set out in this notice, or outlining 
any modifications or counter-proposals 
the parties may wish to submit. Com¬ 
ments in reply thereto may be submitted 
on or before May 10, 1963. All relevant 
and timely comments and reply com¬ 
ments will be considered by the Commis¬ 
sion before final action is taken in this 
proceeding. In reaching its decision in 
this proceeding, the Commission may 
also take into account other relevant 
information before it, in addition to the 
specific comments invited by this notice. 

12. Authority for the amendments is 
contained in section 4(i) and 303 of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

13. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies 
of all statements, briefs or comments 
filed shall be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: March 27, 1963. 

Released: March 29, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

1. Section 2.106 is amended by adding 
a new footnote designator in Column 7 
in the frequency band 470-890 Mc/s, and 
by adding a new footnote as follows: 

§ 2.106 Table of Frequency Allocations. 
***** 

NG— Within the band 608-614 Mc/s, sta¬ 
tions in the broadcasting service will not 
be authorized, before January 1, 1968, in an 
area circumscribed by a radius of 600 statute 
miles centered about Danville, Illinois, lati¬ 
tude 40°03'38" N., longitude 87°33'49" W., 
the location of the University of Illinois 
radio astronomy observatory site. Stations 
authorized at distances greater than 600 
miles from Danville, Illinois, within the con¬ 
tinental U.S., will not be permitted to trans¬ 
mit between the hours of midnight and 
7:00 a.m., local time, until January 1, 1968. 

2. Section 3.603 is amended by adding 
a new paragraph (c) as follows: 

§ 3.603 Numerical designation of tele¬ 
vision channels. 

***** 

(c) Channel 37, 608-614 Mc/s, is not 
available for assignment before Janu¬ 


ary 1, 1968, in an area circumscribed by 
a radius of 600 statute miles centered 
about Danville, Illinois, latitude 40°03'- 
38" N., longitude 87°33'49" W., the loca¬ 
tion of the University of Illinois radio 
astronomy observatory site. Section 
3.651 notwithstanding, stations assigned 
within the continental U.S. at distances 
greater than 600 statute miles from Dan¬ 
ville, Illinois, will not be permitted to 
transmit between the hours of midnight 
and 7:00 a.m., local time, until Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1968. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3475; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 15027 (RM-402); FCC 63-302] 

RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Proposed Table of Assignments, Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast Stations, Akron 
and Massillon, Ohio 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above entitled 
matter. 

2. The Commission has under con¬ 
sideration the following proposal filed 
by Summit Radio Corporation (Sum¬ 
mit), licensee of Station WAKR-TV, 
Akron, Ohio, requesting the institution 
of rule making to amend § 3.606, Table 
of assignments, television broadcast sta¬ 
tions, as follows: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Akron, Ohio. 

49+, *55-,614- 
234- 

234-, *55—, 614- 
494* 

Massillon, Ohio. 



3. In support of its request. Summit 
indicates that Akron is a community 
separate and apart from Cleveland (30 
miles from Akron), that its needs are not 
met by the three Cleveland VHF stations, 
and that Summit has operated on Chan¬ 
nel 49 since 1953 but has not been able 
to compete with the Cleveland stations 
which place a principal community sig¬ 
nal over Akron. Summit is more hopeful 
of the success of the operation of its 
station since the passage of the all-chan¬ 
nel legislation and believes it is econom¬ 
ically and competitively more practicable 
to operate on a lower UHF channel. 

4. No applications are on file for 
Channel 23+ presently assigned to Mas¬ 
sillon and that channel can be substi¬ 
tuted for Channel 49 at Akron and 49 
moved to Massillon in conformance with 
the Commission's rules and regulations. 

5. The Commission is of the view that 
a rule making proceeding should be in¬ 
stituted so that all interested parties 
may submit their views on the Summit 
proposal. Summit requests that concur¬ 
rent with the adoption of the proposed 
allocation changes its license be modified 
to specify operation on Channel 23. In 
the event we decide to amend § 3.606 as 
proposed, we will then determine what 
further steps should be taken with re¬ 
spect to the Summit request for modifi¬ 
cation of its license. 

6. Since separations at less than 250 
miles from the United States-Canadian 
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boundary are here involved, assignment 
of Channel 23+ to Akron would require 
the concurrence of Canadian authorities. 
No final action on this proposal would be 
taken until formal Canadian concur¬ 
rence is obtained. 

7. Authority for adoption of the pro¬ 
posed amendments is contained in sec¬ 
tions 4 (i), and (j), 303 and 307(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

8. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before May 6, 1963, and 
reply comments on or before May 20, 
1963. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered 
by the Commission before final action is 
taken in this proceeding. In reaching 
its decision in this proceeding, the Com¬ 
mission may also take into account other 
relevant information before it, in addi¬ 
tion to the specific comments invited by 
this notice. 

9. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.215 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all comments, replies, pleadings, 
briefs, and other documents shall be 
furnished the Commission. Attention 
is directed to the provisions of paragraph 
(c) of § 1.215 which require that any 
person desiring to file identical docu¬ 
ments in more than one docketed rule 
making proceeding shall furnish the 
Commission two additional copies of any 
such document for each additional 
docket unless the proceedings have been 
consolidated. 

Adopted: March 27, 1963. 

Released: March 29, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3476; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15028; FCC 63-303] 

[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Proposed Proscription of Certain 
Transmissions 

In the matter of amendment of Part 3, 
Radio Broadcast Services, to proscribe 
the “simplex” transmission of subscriber 
background music by FM Broadcast Sta¬ 
tions, and to make related changes (in¬ 
cluding the proscription of superaudible 
control signals except as specifically 
authorized by the Commission and sim¬ 
plification of SCA logging require¬ 
ments) ; Docket No. 15028. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled matter, 
and of the continuance of existing policy 
concerning “simplex” 1 renewal applica¬ 


1 As used herein the terms “simplex” and 
“simplexing” mean the transmission of back¬ 
ground music and similar specialized pro¬ 
gram services on an FM station’s regularly 
assigned main channel, usually with super- 
audible “beeps” to deactivate subscribers’ 
receivers when spoken material is being 
transmitted. 


tions pending outcome of rule making. 

2. On March 16, 1955, the Commission 
adopted a Report and Order (Docket No. 
10832; FCC 55-340) amending its rules 
to provide for the issuance of Subsidiary 
Communications Authorizations (SCA’s) 
to FM broadcasters wishing to render 
background music and other subsidiary 
services on a subscription basis. Those 
amendments provided for the transmis¬ 
sion of subscription services, such as 
background music and storecasting, on 
a simplex basis initially, but eventually 
on a multiplex (subcarrier) basis. 
These rules were promulgated on the 
premise that such services were essen¬ 
tially non-broadcast and should there¬ 
fore be relocated on multiplex sub¬ 
channels when suitable equipment be¬ 
came available. The basic scheme was 
adopted primarily to bolster the oper¬ 
ating revenues of FM licenses and to 
promote the development of FM as a 
broadcast medium. The Commission 
took cognizance at that time of “FM’s fi¬ 
nancial difficulties” and of its failure to 
develop “a sound economic base” (FCC 
53-1747, par. 10). Indeed, the Commis¬ 
sion was urged to consider reallocation of 
the FM frequencies to more efficient use 
(FCC 55-340). Instead, it adopted the 
simplex (on a temporary basis)-multi¬ 
plex SCA operation in order to provide 
financial sustenance to FM broadcasting. 

3. Target dates for the termination of 
simplex operation were repeatedly ex¬ 
tended in response to industry petitions 
alleging unavailability of multiplex 
transmitting and receiving equipment. 
Finally, by Report and Order adopted 
December 5, 1957 (FCC 57-1325), we 
denied the petitions of 15 background 
music operators to the extent that they 
had requested further postponement of 
the simplex deadline beyond March 1, 
1958. Our subsequent denial of recon¬ 
sideration was appealed. On March 18, 
1958, the United States Court of Appeals 
of the District of Columbia Circuit, 
stayed the simplex deadline with respect 
to Functional Music, Inc., licensee of 
Radio Station WFMF, Chicago, the first 
“simplexer” to seek judicial review of our 
SCA Rules and implementing Orders. 
Parallel stays were sought and ob¬ 
tained by other FM stations then engaged 
in simplexing. On November 7, 1958, 
the Court reached the merits of the 
WFMF appeal (Functional Music, Inc, v. 
U.S.A. & F.C.C., 274 F. 2d 543) holding 
that the transmission of background 
music on a simplex basis, as practiced 
by WFMF and others, had the attributes 
of “broadcasting” as defined in section 
3(o) of the Communications Act. The 
Court therefore concluded that the SCA 
rules were invalid insofar as those rules 
called for the termination of simplexing 
because of its assumed non-broadcast 
character. 

4. By letter adopted December 23, 
1958, and later appearing as a Public 
Notice, Radio Station WFMF was in¬ 
formed that”* * * If [your] contention 
that [simplex] operations are broadcast 
in nature should ultimately prevail, 
serious questions are raised as to whether 
your FM operation is consistent with the 
basic duties incumbent upon broadcast 
licensees which flow from the Communi¬ 


cations Act and the Commission’s 
rules * * *” Action on the WFMF 
renewal application was therefore de¬ 
ferred “pending a final determination of 
the issues in said court proceeding.” 
Action on other “simplexers’ ” renewal 
applications was similarly deferred, as 
they were submitted. 

5. On October 12, 1959, a joint FCC/ 
Justice Department petition for writ of 
certiorari was denied by the Supreme 
Court. Inasmuch as various stays pre¬ 
viously granted by the Court of Appeals 
had expired or were about to expire, we 
adopted an Order on October 28, 1959 
(FCC 59-1116) preserving the status quo 
by continuing, on our own motion, the 
Court-imposed stays of the simplex 
deadline. That Order applied to the 15 
“simplexers” then before the Court, and 
by its terms continues in effect until 
the issues flowing from the Court’s de¬ 
cision in the Functional Music case are 
finally resolved. 

6. On March 16, 1960, we directed let¬ 
ters to all known “simplexers” to ascer¬ 
tain their intentions with respect to con¬ 
version of their subscriber operations to 
the multiplex mode; the degree of actual 
conversion, if any, and the basis of their 
belief that their simplex operations pres¬ 
ently comply with Commission rules and 
policies generally applicable to FM 
broadcasting. Addresses were specifi¬ 
cally queried as to methods of receiver 
activation and deactivation, station 
identification during periods of receiver 
deactivation, and announcement of me¬ 
chanical reproductions and program 
sponsorship during such periods. Anal¬ 
ysis of these replies, together with more 
recent information subsequently fur¬ 
nished by interested stations indicates 
that, of the approximately 300 FM 
broadcasters currently rendering back¬ 
ground music and other subscriber serv¬ 
ices, only four still do so on a simplex 
basis. Two of the latter are either in 
the process of converting to the multi¬ 
plex mode or intend to do so eventually. 
While one factor in the growth of multi¬ 
plexing may have been the legal and 
policy questions still confronting the 
simplex operation, the trend toward 
multiplex also appears to have been 
accelerated by various economic and 
technical considerations, including the 
expanded uses of SCA sub-carrier oper¬ 
ation now possible under our May 4, 
1960, Report and Order (Docket No. 
12517; FCC 60-497), and the more recent 
advent of FM stereophonic broadcasting. 

7. The above-cited Functional Music 
case held that simplexing, as practiced 
by WFMF and others, has the attributes 
of broadcasting and that the reason 
offered by the Commission in attempting 
to end simplex operation (i.e., that such 
operation is a point-to-point non-broad¬ 
cast service) was legally incorrect. The 
Court did not pass upon the question 
“[wlhether or not [WFMF’s] functional 
music service may be barred as objec¬ 
tionable for reasons other than its sup¬ 
posed status as a non-broadcast service” 
(274 F. 2d at 548-49). The basic issue 
now before the Commission thus is 
whether the simplex background music 
broadcast service is in accord with the 
public interest. Depending upon resolu¬ 
tion of that issue, the Commission’s rules 
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can be revised either to recognize and 
promote the simplex background music 
service on a permanent basis or to bar it. 

8. The latter point is, we think, of some 
importance. In the past, considerable 
attention was given to the question 
whether the simplex operation was con¬ 
sistent with the Commission’s rules as 
to announcements concerning sponsor¬ 
ship, station identification, mechanical 
reproduction, etc. See, e.g., FCC Public 
Notice No. 62825, April 11, 1951, 7 Pike 
& Fischer, R.R. 66; see par. 4, supra. But 
in the present posture of this matter, we 
do not think such inquiries would accom¬ 
plish a useful purpose. The issue is not 
whether the simplex functional music 
operator violates our rules. 2 For whether 
or not there is a violation, in a rule mak¬ 
ing proceeding such as this the rules can 
be revised, if it is in the public interest 
to do so. 3 Our attention should be 
focused not on whether the rules re¬ 
quire that announcements be made—in¬ 
cluding the much mooted question of 
announcements to the subscription 
audience—but on where the public inter¬ 
est lies. 

9. The same thing is true with respect 
to use of the “beep’' 4 in the functional 


3 Here we note that many of these rules 
were promulgated upon the premise that 
simplex functional music operation was 
predominantly non-broadcast in nature and 
would therefore terminate after a specified 
period of time. See FCC 55-340. Thus, 
§ 3.295(f) provides that the requirements of 
§ 3.288 and § 3.289 are applicable to the SCA 
operation when the latter is conducted on 
an SCA basis, but that the station may 
employ supersonic tones to prevent reception 
of such announcements over subscribers’ re¬ 
ceivers; this provision must, however, be 
read in the light of § 3.293 as it existed at 
the time (i.e., calling for an end of SCA 
simplex operation after a one-year period). 

3 Similarly, the Act (section 317(d) pro¬ 
vides that the Commission may waive spon¬ 
sorship announcements where it is consistent 
with the public interest to do so. 

There is, we point out, a substantial legal 
and policy question raised by the “beeping 
out” of the announcements in question. 
Station WFMF urges vigorously that the per¬ 
son in the subscriber’s place of business is a 
member of the public within the meaning 
of section 3(o) of the Act. But if that is so, 
the question is raised why a member of the 
public entering a restaurant—any more than 
a person walking down the street with a 
pocket radio—should be prevented by the 
station from receiving announcements in¬ 
tended by the Commission to be received by 
all members of the listening public. Of 
course, there may be countering public in¬ 
terest considerations which outweigh the 
policies underlying the foregoing announce¬ 
ment requirements. But as developed 
within, we tentatively have not found such 
countering considerations. 

4 The method used by WFMF for turning 
subscribers’ receivers on and off is the trans¬ 
mission of superaudible tones or “beeps”. 
They are transmitted on sub-carrier fre¬ 
quencies of 20, 25 and 35 kilocycles removed 
from the assigned main channel. The 20 
kilocycle “beep” deactivates subscribers’ 
sets just before commercial or other spoken 
material is transmitted. At the end of the 
spoken material, a 35 kilocycle “beep” is used 
to activate the receivers of those subscribers 
desiring more or less continuous music serv¬ 
ice. The 25 kilocycle “beep” is used to 
control the receivers of those subscribers who 
desire music only during alternate quarter 
hours. 
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music operation. We have no doubt but 
that our present rules do not allow the 
simplex functional music operator to em¬ 
ploy the “beep” (except pursuant to an 
SCA operation). 6 But the rules could 
be readily amended, upon a proper public 
interest showing, specifically to permit 
the transmission of such control signals 
in connection with simplex operation. 

10. One other matter should be noted 
before turning to the basic public inter¬ 
est question. It is, we think, inappro¬ 
priate to consider, in the context of rule 
making, whether the programming of 
particular simplex functional music 
operators meets the public interest 
standard. That matter can be con¬ 
sidered properly only on a case-to-case 
basis, taking into account the facts of 
the particular area. The background 
music format is, of course, a specialized 
one. Therefore, in smaller markets lack¬ 
ing abundant primary service from other 
stations, such specialization might call 
for close scrutiny in terms of the sta¬ 
tion’s responsiveness to community 
needs. In other areas, the station’s 
operation might fall well within the prin¬ 
ciple of large-market specialization 
heretofore recognized and sanctioned by 
the Commission. Cf, Herbert Muschel 
et al., 23 Pike & Fischer, R.R. 1039. Even 
in such larger markets, an issue might 
arise in a particular area as to whether 
the public interest is served by several 
stations providing this same specialized 
service of background music. Cf. our 
1955 Report and Order, FCC 55-340, par. 
3. But this issue, and the others noted 
in this paragraph, call for the same 
kind of ad hoc consideration, directed 
to the needs and interests of the particu¬ 
lar area, as would be the case with any 
kind of specialized program format. Cf. 
Report and Statement Re: Commission 
et al., 23 Pike & Fischer, R.R. 1039. Even 
1960, 25 F.R. 7291. 

11. We turn now to a consideration 
of the basic issue posed in paragraph 7— 
namely, benefits and the detriments to 
the public interest stemming from the 
simplex functional music operation. In 
doing so, we note that that considera¬ 
tion should be upon the basis of the 
present situation—and not the facts as 
they pertained years ago. Cf. Sangamon 
Valley Television Corp. v. U.S., 111 U.S. 
App. D.C. 113. In particular, as we shall 
show, that means taking into account 
the recent development of the functional 
music multiplex operation. 

12. One drawback of the simplex func¬ 
tional music operation would appear to 


6 Broadcast stations are authorized to issue 
only those emissions specified in the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. Section 2.1 of our rules de¬ 
fines an FM broadcast station as one “utiliz¬ 
ing telephony [F3 emissions] by means of 
frequency modulation, and when authorized 
under an SCA, utilizing F9 emissions” (em¬ 
phasis added). See also §§2.101, 2.102. An 
FM broadcast license thus does not author¬ 
ize the use of sub-carrier “beeps” to control 
subscribers' receivers. It is only where the 
licensee obtains an SCA that the rules au¬ 
thorize its use of F9 sub-carrier “beeps”. 
Therefore, in the absence of Commission 
continuance of previously court-imposed 
stays, an FM broadcast licensee which has 
no SCA has no authority to utilize the 
“beep”. 


be a serious inhibition in the licensee’s 
ability to adapt his operation to meet 
what he may find to be the changed needs 
or interests of his area. Indeed, at times 
the arrangements have been such as to 
indicate an abdication of control by the 
licensee.® Cf., e.g., 7 Pike & Fischer, R.R. 
66, 67. 7 But, here again, we do not think 
it appropriate to base our rule making 
proposals on an aspect of the matter 
which should be treated on a case-by¬ 
case basis. For the question of abdica¬ 
tion of control is largely a factual one, 
depending on the circumstances of the 
particular proceeding. 8 Rather, as stated 
at the outset, there is a general consider¬ 
ation which should be taken into account 
—namely, that the simplex functional 
music operator would appear, prac¬ 
tically speaking, inhibited in the 
discharge of his vital license respon¬ 
sibility “to be responsive to the changing 
needs of the community” (In the Mat¬ 
ter of the Application of KORD, Inc., 21 
Pike & Fischer, R.R. 781, 785; Report 
and Statement Re: Commission En Banc 
Programming Inquiry, July 29, 1960, 25 
F.R. 7291). This inhibition would seem 
inherent in the nature of the operation. 
Because of his contractual arrangement 
to supply a background music service, 
the simplex operator would appear to 
be almost necessarily inhibited in insert¬ 
ing into his program schedule substan¬ 
tial amounts of other types of program¬ 
ming that he might otherwise determine 
to be responsive to the needs and inter¬ 
ests of his area (for example, lengthy 
portions of operas or dramas, jazz, play- 
by-play sporting events, etc.). For the 
greater part of his broadcast day, he 
must take into account whether any 
“new” fairly large blocks of programming 
are consistent with the obligation he has 


6 A broadcast licensee must at aU times 
retain independent control of his progifem 
format and exercise his own discretion in 
determining what kind of programming will 
best serve the changing needs of his public. 
Sections 301, 310(b) of the Act; NBC v. U.S., 
319 U.S. 190; Master Bctg. Corp., 6 Pike & 
Fischer, R.R. 621; The City of Camden, 
(WCAM), 4 Pike & Fischer, R.R. 344. 

7 Thus, in one instance, the licensee, for 
a set fee per month, agrees to present “appro¬ 
priate [background] music” and store com¬ 
mercials for a food chain during virtually 
its entire broadcast day. The agreements 
in question usually provide that the station 
has complete control over the programming 
to be presented and the right to substitute 
whatever programming it determines to be 
called for in the public interest. But we 
have made clear that such provisions are not 
necessarily determinative of the issue of 
abdication of control. Cases cited, note 6, 
supra; Foulkrod Radio Engineering, 4 Pike & 
Fischer, R.R. 1061. The real issue is whether 
these provisions, in actual practice, are mean¬ 
ingful. 

8 In the case of a simplex functional music 
operator, the circumstances to be explored 
would be how often in actual practice a pro¬ 
gram is substituted by the licensee for the 
background music fare; the station’s invest¬ 
ment in special equipment or other arrange¬ 
ments in connection with the functional 
music operation; the amount of revenues 
derived from the functional music sub¬ 
scribers as against advertiser revenue; etc. 
It is our experience that the great bulk of 
revenues stem from the functional music 
subscribers. 
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undertaken to supply a background music 
service to subscribers. 9 In these circum¬ 
stances, it would be difficult, if not un¬ 
realistic, for him to avoid being in¬ 
fluenced by the fact that any truly sig¬ 
nificant and regular (as opposed to rela¬ 
tively small or sporadic) substitution 
might undermine his chief source of 
revenues. 10 

It is no answer, we think, to state 
that the needs and interests of an area 
may not call for any substituted pro¬ 
gramming. Of course, that may be the 
case. But the opposite may also be true. 
And what we are here concerned with 
is the appropriate procedure to preserve 
and promote the licensee’s important 
ability to be responsive to any changing 
needs. In short, our aim is a prophy¬ 
lactic one. 

13. We recognize also that as a prac¬ 
tical matter many other kinds of agree¬ 
ments in the broadcast field restrict the 
licensee’s responsiveness or ability to 
meet changing needs. A network agree¬ 
ment obviously does so, to some extent 
even with the protections afforded by 
the chain broadcasting rules. But while 
there may well be a difference in degree 
between other situations and that involv¬ 
ing functional music, there is, we believe, 
a more vital distinction. If the public 
is to have the benefits stemming from 
network arrangements—and we have ex¬ 
pressly found networking to be in the 
public interest—then necessarily there 
must be some corresponding practical 
diminution in licensee’s programming 
freedom. 11 But the same consideration 
does not apply to background music 
services. The simplex functional music 
operation is not the only way the 
public— or indeed the subscriber—can 
obtain a needed specialized service. Nor 
is it the only way the PM broadcaster 
can obtain needed revenue by supplying 
such a service. There is available the 


9 Thus, a typical statement of his opera¬ 
tion by a simplex functional music licensee 
is the following: 

“The purpose of the Background Music 
Service is to create an atmosphere conducive 
to the favorable conduct of activities in 
subscribers locations and to provide a pleas¬ 
ant type of listenable music in homes of 
listeners. 

“The overall program format is composed 
of instrumental music selected from popular 
light classical and musical comedy selections 
having pleasant melodic arrangements and 
orchestrations, * * * 

“The nature of the spoken material, other 
than station identification, consists of two 
types. (a) Public service announcements 
* * * and (b) Commerical spot announce¬ 
ments * * * These announcements are 
heard only by the home listener, and not in 
the subscribers locations * * * ” 

Obviously, a licensee which had committed 
himself to supply suqh a service would, as 
a practical matter, be inhibited from sub¬ 
stituting to any substantial degree program¬ 
ming fare at odds with the service, even 
though he might otherwise have done so in 
order to better meet the area’s needs. 

10 Further, the simplex operator may have 
purchased or leased special equipment in 
connection with this specialized operation. 

11 The question of the appropriate degree 
of such diminution consistent with the 
public interest is reflected in the chain 
broadcasting regulations and the pending 
proceedings involving those regulations. 


multiplex alternative, which we believe, 
on the basis of our several years, ex¬ 
perience, permits the accomplishment of 
all the named objectives and without 
diminution of licensee responsiveness to 
changing needs or freedom of action in 
the vital programming area. 

14. Since its advent in 1955, the multi¬ 
plex functional music service has made 
very substantial progress. From an ini¬ 
tial figure of zero, there were 66 SCA’s 
in 1957, with 27 of the stations holding 
these authorizations leaving already sub¬ 
mitted required multiplex performance 
measurements (see par. 4 of FCC 58- 
941). 12 Today, the figure exceeds 300 
(see par. 6, supra); and we continue to 
receive applications for SCA’s to con¬ 
duct subscription background music 
services. This steady growth and our 
own financial data figures establish that 
the multiplex subscription background 
music service is technically and econom¬ 
ically feasible, and that it can and does 
contribute effectively to the economic 
health of the FM broadcaster. Under an 
SCA, he may employ two independently 
programmed sub-carrier frequencies in 
a variety of ways (Report and Order 
of May 4, 1960, FCC 60-497), need not 
be concerned in his SCA operations 
about meeting the needs of his main 
channel home audience, and retains full 
flexibility to program his main channel 
broadcast operation in a manner most 
responsive to the needs of his public. 

15. There is another allied and im¬ 
portant consideration. The choice be¬ 
fore us is a rule permitting on a 
permanent basis (and in effect promot¬ 
ing) the simplex operation (see par. 7 
supra) or one barring it. If we choose 
the former, there will be, we believe, a 
profound and serious impact upon the 
multiplex subscription background music 
industry, and one which for the reasons 
just developed (and see par. 17, infra) 
will adversely affect the public interest. 
Indeed, it is not unlikely that there will 
eventually be reversal of the present pat¬ 
tern (i.e., virtually all operations in mul¬ 
tiplex—see par. 6) and that the multi¬ 
plex functional music operation will be 
very much in the minority. While the 
multiplex operation is feasible and sat¬ 
isfactory, there is no question but that 
it is at a disadvantage in several im¬ 
portant respects vis-a-vis the simplex 
service. We have made this clear on 
several occasions (see, e.g., FCC 58- 
941). The quality of service on the mul¬ 
tiplex sub-channel is technically inferior 
to the main channel performance en¬ 
joyed by simplex operators. Id. at par. 
6. Other things being equal, the sim¬ 
plex operator also enjoys a larger serv¬ 
ice area and thus could serve a greater 


12 Sections 3.250 and 3.317 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules require the submission of 
measurements upon installation of multi¬ 
plex transmitting equipment, indicating 
that the subsidiary channel operation does 
not degrade the quality of the transmitted 
main channel signal below the level re¬ 
quired by the rules. In this connection, we 
have found no basis which would support 
the bare assertion advanced by Station 
WFMF that “it is almost universally recog¬ 
nized that the splitting of the channel 
degrades the technical quality of the main 
carrier signal.” 


number of subscribers (e.g., he might 
be able to serve all of a subscriber’s 
places of business whereas the multiplex 
operator might serve only the great ma¬ 
jority of such places). Multiplex re¬ 
ceiving equipment is considerably more 
costly than its simplex counterpart so 
that the multiplex operator must either 
charge more for his service or, if un¬ 
able to do so because of simplex compe¬ 
tition, must settle for lesser profits. Fi¬ 
nally, the multiplex operator normally 
bears the cost of providing two program 
services (see par. 18, infra) whereas 
the simplex operator has but one pro¬ 
gramming cost; in many instances this 
dual programming is a disadvantage, 
from a financial standpoint, at least at 
this stage of FM’s development in some 
areas. In short, the simplex functional 
music operator would appear to enjoy 
a considerable competitive advantage 
over his multiplex rival—in fact, we 
once characterized it, in the context of 
our previous proceedings, as an “unfair 
competitive advantage” (par. 7, FCC 
58-941). 

16. Our experience in the few areas 
where simplex background music opera¬ 
tions still exist (i.e., Los Angeles, Chi¬ 
cago, and Annapolis) is also illuminat¬ 
ing. In each of these areas, we have 
received complaints from multiplex 
background music operators against the 
unfairness of continued simplex opera¬ 
tion. For example, in July of 1962, the 
licensee of Station WKFM protested the 
continued simplex background music 
service of WFMF while he was “forced 
to continue [his] operation on a multi¬ 
plex basis, which cannot compete against 
simplex from the standpoint of quality.” 
An April 30, 1962 letter from WXTC 
(FM) in Annapolis, Maryland, although 
not a multiplex operator, is also per¬ 
tinent. After 23 months, this licensee 
ceased providing separate FM program¬ 
ming and began duplicating its AM pro¬ 
grams (WANN). After setting out its 
poor financial returns from WXTC dur¬ 
ing this 23-month period, in spite of the 
claim “that programming-wise, and 
technically, WXTC was among the best 
in the area,” the letter points to the 
simplex functional music operation 
“* * * by FM station WNAV, Annapolis, 
which by Commission rules, is not avail¬ 
able to us,” and states: 

We found there existed a type of FM 
listener, particularly in stores, offices, doc¬ 
tors’ waiting rooms, restaurants, and the 
like, which kept receivers tuned to WNAV- 
FM continuously—first, because they re¬ 
ceived, in the main, an uninterrupted source 
of background-type music; and, secondly, 
they got it free. This latter fact, alone, 
precluded any opportunity for us to gain 
additional revenue in this area from a back¬ 
ground music service by multiplex. 

WXTC, on the other hand, for twenty three 
months programmed a diversified service— 
not mechanical background music tapes. 
We make no complaint against WNAV-FM, 
since they are apparently operating under a 
Commission authorization not available to 
us; but we believe that some much-needed 
revenue might have been forthcoming from 
multiplex background music on a subscrip¬ 
tion basis, except for the situation rendering 
that possibility moot by virtue of WNAV-FM 
operation on its main carrier, as set forth 
above. 
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17. We recognize that there may be 
countering arguments—that the matter 
may not be all one-sided. For example, 
the ability of the multiplex operator to 
engage in multi-channel operation may 
be an advantage in certain cases, since 
the licensee might thus be engaging in 
two profitable operations—one on his 
main carrier and perhaps a storecast 
background music service on the sub¬ 
carrier. But it appears to us that the 
subscription background music service 
could not continue on an intermixed, 
half simplex, half multiplex basis, and 
that the multiplex segment would suffer 
seriously because of its competitive dis¬ 
advantage. As stated, our concern is not 
with the multiplex industry, as such, 
but rather with the consequences to the 
public interest. With the multiplex serv¬ 
ice, there is, as we have shown, no dimi¬ 
nution in the licensee’s ability to respond 
to his area’s changing needs. Further, 
the multiplex background music mode 
would appear to be a more useful, gen¬ 
eral support tool for the FM broadcast 
industry than simplex, since many sta¬ 
tions in the same area could obtain 
needed financial support from the multi¬ 
plex operations whereas the number 
benefiting from simplex operation would 
be more limited (see pars. 10, 16) . 13 In 
short, if we are faced with a decision 
between multiplex and simplex subscrip¬ 
tion background music operation, it 
would appear that the former should 
be favored. In any event, it is vital that 
we consider at this time and in this rule 
making proceeding the competitive com¬ 
patibility of the multiplex and simplex 
operation. Failure to do so would be 
incompatible with our obligation under 
the Act to promote the larger and more 
effective use of radio. 

18. What is thus involved is an exer¬ 
cise of our authority under section 303 

(b) of the Act. That section provides 
that the Commission shall, as the public 
interest requires, “prescribe the nature of 
the service to be rendered by each class 
of licensed stations and each station 
within any class.” Here the class of sta¬ 
tion is FM broadcasting, and we are 
called upon, in view of the foregoing con¬ 
siderations, to prescribe, under the public 
interest standard, the nature of the serv¬ 
ice to be rendered within that class as to 
this particular matter—functional music 
operations. 

19. On the basis of the foregoing, we 
are proposing, for the comments of those 
interested, a rule which would bar simplex 
subscription background music services. 
We wish to make clear that in doing so, 
we are treating these services as broad¬ 
cast in nature but as not consistent with 
the public interest. We also wish to 
make clear that we are not proposing to 
withdraw the background music services 
from either the subscriber or the public. 


13 For example, eight or ten—or indeed, 
all—stations might eventually engage in 
multiplex operations in a very large com¬ 
munity, whereas no such figure would be 
possible on a simplex basis, since there could 
clearly be no justification for this number 
of such specialized operations (see par. 10). 
A comparative hearing might be needed to 
determine which stations should be allowed 
the specialized format and how many. 
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As to the former, it will be available on 
a multiplex basis. As to the public, the 
licensee could continue to provide this 
kind of specialized service where he feels 
it meets a need in the area and is Appro¬ 
priate in view of the other available serv¬ 
ices (see par. 10). But he would be doing 
so on the basis of a judgment wholly 
uninfluenced by subscription fees, and 
therefore wholly unfettered as to the 
amount of background music provided in 
relation to other types of programming. 
It has been argued that, in such circum¬ 
stances, there might be an almost com¬ 
plete identity between the material on 
the main carrier and on SCA multiplex 
subcarrier, so that nothing will have 
been accomplished. The short answer is, 
however, that the licensee will, practi¬ 
cally speaking, be completely free to ac¬ 
commodate what he thinks are the needs 
of his area, and that the Commission 
could deal appropriately with any ques¬ 
tion of failure to properly use that free¬ 
dom in particular cases. As stated, the 
basic issue presented would be the same 
as in the case of any specialized service 
and would be treated on a case-to-case 
basis (see par. 10). 

20. The foregoing views are, of course, 
tentative. In view of the importance 
of this matter to the FM industry and 
to the sound development of FM broad¬ 
casting, we would hope that interested 
parties would address themselves to all 
aspects of the matter they deemed perti¬ 
nent, such as the issue concerning unin¬ 
hibited freedom to respond to changing 
needs (pars. 12-14), the compatibility of 
multiplex and simplex operations in this 
field (pars. 15-17), the question of spon¬ 
sorship, etc., announcements (par. 8), 
the authorization of “beep” in the sim¬ 
plex operation (par. 9), and issues as to 
abdication of control (par. 12) or pro¬ 
gramming specialization (par. 10). In 
short, what is called for is a thorough 
and extensive examination of all perti¬ 
nent aspects of the functional music 
problem. 

21. It is, we think appropriate to main¬ 
tain the status quo pending the outcome 
of the instant rule making.,proceeding. 
We also propose, in the attached appen¬ 
dix, to update and simplify SCA logging 
requirements. 

22. Accordingly, it is ordered, This 
27th day of March 1963, that the Com¬ 
mission’s Order of October 28, 1959 (FCC 
59-1116) shall continue in effect until 
finalization of this rule making proceed¬ 
ing; and 

23. It is further ordered, That, during 
the interim period, the Commission will 
continue to defer action of all renewal 
applications filed by FM licensees en¬ 
gaged in simplex operation. 

24. The amendments herein proposed 
are issued under authority of sections 
301, 303 (a), (b), (e), (j), (r), and sec¬ 
tion 317 of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended. 

25. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may participate 
only by filing comments on or before 
June 14,1963. The Commission may also 
take into account other relevant infor¬ 
mation before it, in addition to the spe¬ 
cific comments invited by this notice. 


26. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.215(b) of the Commission’s rules, 
an original and 14 copies of all com¬ 
ments, replies, pleadings, briefs, and 
other documents shall be filed with the 
Commission. 

Released: March29,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

It is proposed to amend Part 3—Radio 
Broadcast Services, as indicated below: 

1. Add new § 3.276 to read as follows: 

§ 3.276 Main Carrier Subscription Func¬ 
tional Music Services; Control and 
Telemetry Signals. 

(a) After a period of six months from 
the effective date of this subsection, no 
FM broadcast licensee or permittee shall 
enter into any agreement, arrangement 
or understanding, oral or written, 
whereby it undertakes to supply, or re¬ 
ceives consideration for supplying, on its 
main carrier a functional music or back¬ 
ground music service (including store- 
casting) for reception in the place or 
places of business of any subscriber. 

(b) The transmission of signals of any 
kind intended to activate a control or 
an alerting device, or the transmission 
of any intelligence separate from that 
being transmitted to the general public 
as part of a broadcast service, whether 
or not capable of detection by a conven¬ 
tional broadcast receiver, is permissible 
only pursuant to a Subsidiary Communi¬ 
cations Authorization (SCA) or other 
specific authority therefor. 

2. Section 3.295 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 3.295 Operation under Subsidiary 
Communications Authorizations. 

(a) Operations conducted under a 
Subsidiary Communications Authoriza¬ 
tion (SCA) shall conform to the uses 
and purposes authorized by the Com¬ 
mission in granting the SCA application. 
Prior permission to engage in any new 
or additional activity must be obtained 
from the Commission pursuant to ap¬ 
plication therefor. 

(b) Super audible and subaudible tones 
and pulses may, when authorized by the 
Commission, be employed by SCA hold¬ 
ers to activate and deactivate subscrib¬ 
ers’ multiplex receivers. The use of 
these or any other control techniques to 
delete main channel material is specifi¬ 
cally forbidden. 

(c) In all arrangements entered into 
with outside parties affecting SCA opera¬ 
tion, the licensee or permittee must re¬ 
tain control over all material transmitted 
over the station’s facilities, with the 
right to reject any material which it 
deems inappropriate or undesirable. 
Sub-channel leasing agreements shall be 
reduced to writing and filed with the 
Commission pursuant to § 1.342 of this 
chapter. 

(d) The logging, announcement, and 
other requirements imposed by §§3.281, 
3.287, 3.288 and 3.289, are not applicable 
to material transmitted on authorized 
sub-carrier frequencies. 
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<e) To the extent that SCA circuits 
are used for the transmission of pro¬ 
gram material, each licensee or per¬ 
mittee shall maintain a daily program 
log in which a general description of the 
material transmitted shall be entered 
for each hour segment. 

(f) Each licensee or permittee shall 
maintain a daily operating log for SCA 
operation in which the following entries 
shall be made: 

(1) Time sub-carrier generator is 
turned on. 

(2) Time modulation is applied to 
sub-carrier. 

(3) Time modulation is removed from 
sub-carrier. 

(4) Time sub-carrier generator is 
turned off. 

eg) Program and operating logs for 
SCA operation may be kept on special 
columns provided on the station’s regular 
program and operating log sheets. 

(h) Technical standards governing 
SCA operation (§ 3.319) shall be ob¬ 
served by all FM broadcast stations en¬ 
gaging in SCA operation. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3477; Piled, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:52 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[ 49 CFR Parts 123, 206, 301 1 

[Docket No. 34206] 

COMMODITY CLASSIFICATION FOR 
REPORTING PURPOSES 

Extension of Time in Proposed Rule 
Making Proceedings 

March 27,1963. 

The date on or before which repre¬ 
sentations in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing may be filed is hereby extended to 
May 6,1963. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3461; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 


No. 65- 





DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 

[Order No. 5 (Rev. 4)] 

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL 
REVENUE 

Emergency Order of Succession and 

Delegation of Authority 

March 20,1963. 

1. By virtue of the authority vested 
in me by Treasury Department Order No. 
129, Revision No. 2, dated April 22, 1955, 
the officials in the positions listed below 
are hereby authorized, in the event of 
an enemy attack on the United States, 
and the disability of the Commissioner, 
his absence from the main Treasury Re¬ 
location Site, or if there is a vacancy 
in the office, to succeed to the position 
of Acting Commissioner in the order 
listed, and are authorized to perform 
the functions of Commissioner to insure 
the continuity of the functions of that 
office: 

Deputy Commissioner. 

Assistant Commissioner (Compliance). 

Assistant Commissioner (Technical). 

Assistant Commissioner (Data Processing). 

Assistant Commissioner (Inspection). 

Assistant Commissioner (Planning and Re¬ 
search ). 

Assistant Commissioner (Administration). 

2. If none of these officials are avail¬ 
able, the first available Regional Com¬ 
missioner, in the order of their appoint¬ 
ment as Regional Commissioners, will 
become Acting Commissioner. 

3. As soon as possible after an attack 
on the United States, the Deputy Com¬ 
missioner and each Assistant Commis¬ 
sioner and Regional Commissioner shall 
communicate with the emergency Na¬ 
tional Office at the relocation site and 
advise the Officer in Charge of his avail¬ 
ability to assume the position of Acting 
Commissioner. Each Regional Commis¬ 
sioner shall also advise the Officer in 
Charge of the date of his appointment 
as Regional Commissioner. After the 
lapse of a reasonable time for receipt of 
such communications, the Officer in 
Charge of the emergency National Office 
will advise the available National Office 
official or Regional Commissioner highest 
in the order of succession that he is to 
assume the responsibilities of Acting 
Commissioner. Should any of the offi¬ 
cials specified in this Section be required 
to act as Secretary of the Treasury un¬ 
der Treasury Order No. 183, as revised, 
he will be considered as not available to 
assume the position of Acting Com¬ 
missioner. 

4. The District Director, or the Acting 
District Director, Richmond, Virginia, 
will immediately become the Acting 
Commissioner in the event of a sur¬ 
prise enemy attack on the United States, 
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and will be in charge of the emergency 
National Office until relieved or until 
the Commissioner or other official in the 
line of succession is in a position to carry 
out the responsibilities from the main 
Treasury Relocation Site or elsewhere. 

5. If no official in line of succession is 
available, the District Director, Rich¬ 
mond, will proceed to the main Treas¬ 
ury Relocation Site as soon as possible 
to act as Commissioner until relieved. 
However, if the District Director is 
unavailable, the Acting District Director, 
Richmond, shall be responsible for con¬ 
tacting the District Directors in the 
order shown on the list on file at each 
National Office Relocation Site (prepared 
on the basis of the higher GS grades 
first, date of promotion to the grade and 
alphabetical order where grade and pro¬ 
motion dates are identical) and advising 
the first one who is available to report 
to the National Office Relocation Site to 
assume the position of Acting Commis¬ 
sioner until relieved or further instruc¬ 
tions are given. 

6. In the event Richmond is attacked, 
the relocation site shall be Springfield, 
Illinois, and the instructions in sections 
4 and 5 will apply to the District Direc¬ 
tor, Springfield. If Springfield has also 
been attacked, the relocation site shall 
be Des Moines, Iowa, and the instruc¬ 
tions in sections 4 and 5 will apply to 
the District Director, Des Moines. 

7. There is hereby delegated to Re¬ 
gional Commissioners and District Di¬ 
rectors, or the officials acting in their 
stead, in the event of an enemy attack 
on the United States, all authority vested 
in the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
by law or transfer from the Secretary of 
the Treasury as is necessary to insure 
the continuous performance of Internal 
Revenue Service functions by those offi¬ 
cials in their areas of jurisdiction. This 
delegation of authority will remain in 
effect until notice is received from proper 
authority that it has been terminated. 

8. This Order supersedes Delegation 
Order No. 5 (Rev. 3), issued July 17,1962. 

Effective date: March 20, 1963. 

[seal] Bertrand M. Harding, 
Acting Commissioner. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-3457; Piled, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8 :49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

CANCELLATION OF COMPETITIVE 
LEASE OFFERINGS 

March 29,1963. 

The competitive oil and gas lease offer¬ 
ings of blocks on the Outer Continental 
Shelf off California in connection with 


which the opening of bids was scheduled 
for April 11, 1963, pursuant to Federal 
Register Document 63-2525, filed March 
7,1963, appearing at pages 2288-90 in the 
Federal Register of Friday, March 8, 
1963, are hereby canceled and withdrawn. 
Printing errors made in the offering 
notice in the Federal Register have 
prompted this cancellation. 

Karl S. Landstrom, 

Director. 

Approved: March29,1963. 

Stewart L. Udall, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3462; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


OIL AND GAS LEASE OFFER 

Outer Continental Shelf Off 
California 

March 29,1963. 

Pursuant to section 8 of the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act (67 Stat. 
462; 43 U.S.C. sec. 1331 et. seq.) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (43 CFR 
Part 201), sealed bids addressed to the 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
Pacific Coast Outer Continental Shelf 
Office, Bartlett Building, Room 1130, 215 
West 7th Street, Los Angeles 14, Calif., 
will be received on or before May 14, 
1963, at 9:00 a.m., P.s.t., for the lease 
of oil and gas in certain areas of the 
Outer Continental Shelf, adjacent to the 
State of California. Bids may be deliv¬ 
ered in person to the Office of the Man¬ 
ager between 8:00 a.m., P.s.t., and 9:00 
a.m., P.s.t., ftlay 14, 1963. Bids will be 
opened at 10:00 a.m., P.s.t., May 14, 1963, 
in the Los Angeles Room of the Statler 
Hilton Hotel, 930 Wilshire Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, California. 

All bids must be submitted in accord¬ 
ance with applicable regulations, par¬ 
ticularly 43 CFR 201.20, 201.21, and 
201.22. Bids may not be modified or 
withdrawn unless the modification or 
withdrawals are received prior to the 
time fixed for filing of the bids. Bidders 
are warned against violation of section 
1860, Title 18 U.S.C., prohibiting unlaw¬ 
ful combination or intimidation of bid¬ 
ders. Attention is directed to the non¬ 
discrimination clauses in section 2(k) of 
the lease agreement (Form 4-1255 (July 
1962)). Bidders must submit with each 
bid one-fifth of the amount bid in cash, 
or by cashier’s check, bank draft, certi¬ 
fied check, or money order payable to 
the order of the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement. The leases will provide for a 
royalty rate of one-sixth, and a rental 
or minimum royalty of $3 per acre or 
fraction thereof. The successful bidder 
for each tract will be required to pay the 
remainder of the bid and the first year’s 
rental of $3 per acre and furnish an ac- 
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ceptable surety bond as provided in 43 
CFR 201.51 prior to the issuance of each 
lease. 

All leases resulting from this offering 
will contain the following stipulation: 
Upon order of the Commander, Western 
Sea Frontier, U.S. Navy, when in his 
opinion, the interests of national security 
would so require, the lessee agrees to 
temporarily suspend operations. This 
suspension would preclude the use of 
drilling and such associated machinery 
and equipment which the Commander, 
Western Sea Frontier, considers would 
generate interference that would tem¬ 
porarily impede defense activities. Such 
order shall be for a period not to exceed 
72 hours unless specifically extended by 
the Secretary of Defense. During such 
period personnel and equipment may re¬ 
main in place. Communications and 
normal producing operations may con¬ 
tinue, if so determined by the Com¬ 
mander, Western Sea Frontier. 

All leases north of Block 32 north in 
San Francisco Area, Map No. 3, will 
carry the following stipulation: “No 
pipeline for the transportation of oil or 
gas produced from the area leased herein 
or other facilities for the transportation 
or processing of oil or gas produced from 
the area leased herein shall be con¬ 
structed on or across lands within the 
exterior boundaries of the area author¬ 
ized in the Act of September 13, 1962 
(76 Stat. 538), for the Point Reyes Na¬ 
tional Seashore without the express ap¬ 
proval in writing of the Secretary of the 
Interior or his designated representa¬ 
tive.” In addition, no drilling or pro¬ 
duction activities will be allowed above 
the ocean bed on portions of certain 
blocks in the San Francisco Area, Map 
No. 3, as designated in the body of this 
announcement. 

Copies of the lease agreement (Form 
4-1255 (July 1962)) with the special 
stipulations to be incorporated in the 
lease agreement may be obtained from 
the above-listed Manager; the Regional 
Oil and Gas Supervisor, Geological Sur¬ 
vey, Room 1012 Bartlett Building, 215 
West 7th Street, Los Angeles, Calif.; the 
Manager, New Orleans Office, T-9003 
Federal Office Building, New Orleans, 
La.; or the Assistant Director, Operating 
Services, Bureau of Land Management, 
Washington 25, D.C. 

Bids will be considered on the basis 
of the highest cash bonus offered for a 
tract but no total bid amounting to less 
than $5 per acre or fraction thereof will 
be considered. Oil payment, overriding 
royalty, logarithmic or sliding scale bids 
will not be considered. No bid for less 
than full tract, as listed below, will be 
considered. A separate bid, in a separate 
sealed envelope, must be submitted for 
each tract. The envelope should be en¬ 
dorsed “Sealed bid for oil and gas lease, 
California (insert number of tract), not 
to be opened until 10:00 a.m., P.s.t., 
May 14, 1963.” The right is reserved 
to reject any or all bids even though 
the bid may exceed the minimum re¬ 
ferred to previously. 

The tracts offered for bid are as 
follows: 


California 

OFFICIAL LEASING MAP, CALIFORNIA MAP NO. IN 

(Approved Nov. 21, 1961) 


Eureka Area 


Tract No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

Cal. 169_ 

47N 40W 

All... 

6760 

Cal. 170_ 

48N 40W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 171_ 

49N 40W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 172_ 

50N 40W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 173_ 

51N 40W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 174_ 

52N 40W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 176_ 

53N 40W 

...‘..do. 

5760 

Cal. 176_ 

64N 40W 

.do.. 

5760 

Cal. 177_ 

55N 40W 

.do.. 

5760 

Cal. 178_ 

56N 40W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of 
a line 3 geograph¬ 
ical miles dis¬ 
tant from the 
coast line of Cali¬ 
fornia. 

2300 

Cal. 179_ 

47 N 41W 

All...... 

6760 

Cal. 180_ 

48N 41W 

__do__ 

5760 

Cal. 181_ 

49N 41W 

_do. 

5760 

Cal. 182_ 

50N 41W 

_do. 

5760 

Cal. 183_ 

51N 41W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 184_ 

52N 41W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 185_ 

53N 41W 

_do... 

5760 

Cal. 186.... 

54N 41W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 187.... 

55N 41W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 188_ 

56N 41W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographi¬ 
cal miles distant 
from the coast 
line of California.. 

6365 

Cal. 189_ 

47N 42W 

All...—. 

5760 

Cal. 190_ 

48N 42W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 191_ 

49N 42W 

_do.. 

5760 

Cal. 192_ 

50N 42W 

_do.. 

5760 

Cal. 193_ 

51N 42W 

_do. 

5760 

Cal. 194_ 

52N 42W 

_do__ 

6760 

Cal. 195_ 

53N 42W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 196_ 

54 N 42W 

.do___ 

5760 

Cal. 197_ 

55N 42W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 198_ 

56N 42W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 199_ 

47N 43W 

_do. 

5760 

Cal. 200_ 

48N 43W 

_do... 

5760 

Cal. 201_ 

49N 43W 

.do___ 

5760 

Cal. 202_ 

50N 43W 

_do___ 

5760 

Cal. 203_ 

51N 43W 

.do.. 

5760 

Cal. 204_ 

52N 43W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 205_ 

53N 43W 

_do.. 

5760 

Cal. 206_ 

54N 43W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 207_ 

55N 43W 

_do. 

6760 

Cal. 208_ 

56N 43W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 209_ 

54 N 44W 

.do__ 

5760 

Cal. 210_ 

65N 44W 

.do__ 

5760 

Cal. 211_ 

56N 44W 

S ^.. 

2880 
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Cal. 212_ 

15N 23W 

All... 

2237.43 

Cal. 213_ 

Cal. 214 .. 

16N 23W 
17N 23W 

_do... 

_do... 

5760 

5760 

Cal. 215 

15N 24W 

_do.... 

2327. 42 

Cal. 216_ 

16N 24W 

.do.. 

5760 

Cal. 217_ 

Cal. 218_ 

17N 24W 
15N 25W 

_do. 

5760 
2417. 40 

Cal. 219_ 

Cal. 220_ 

16N 25W 
17N 25W 

.do. 

_do.. 

5760 

5760 

Cal. 221_ 

26N 31W 

_. ..do. 

5760 , 

Cal. 222_ 

27N 31W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographical 
miles distant from 
the coast line of 
California.. 

3270 

Cal. 223_ 

28N 31W 

.do.. 

145 

Cal. 224_ 

27N 32W 

All_ 

5760 

Cal. 225_ 

28N 32W 

All that portion ly¬ 
ing seaward of a 
line 3 geographical 
miles distant from 
the coast line of 
California. 

4740 

Cal. 226_ 

Cal. 227_ 

29N 32W 
32N 32W 

.do.. 

_do.. 

530 

2330 

Cal. 228_ 

Cal. 229_ 

Cal. 230_ 

Cal. 231_ 

Cal. 232_ 

33N 32W 
34N 32W 
29N 33W 
30N 33W 
31N 33W 

III"do"""—IIIIII 

.do... 

.....do. 

1200 

30 

5440 

3800 

3820 

Cal. 233_ 

32N 33W 

All-....• 

5760 

Cal. 234_ 

33N 33W 

.do.. 

6760 

Cal. 235_ 

34N 33W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographi¬ 
cal miles distant 
from the coast 
line of California.. 

4970 
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Tract No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

Cal. 236_ 

32N 34W 

All. 

6760 

Cal. 237_ 

33N 34W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 238_ 

34N 34W 

_do_ 

6760 

Cal. 239_ 

32N 35W 

.do. 

6760 

Cal. 240_ 

33N 35W 

.do. 

5760 


OFFICIAL LEASING MAP, CALIFORNIA MAP NO. 3 
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Cal. 241_ 

15N 37W 

All... 

5760 

Cal. 242_ 

15N 38W 

.do. 

6760 

Cal. 243_ 

16N 38W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 244_ 

16N 39W 

_do_ 

5760 

Cal. 245_ 

17N 39W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 246_ 

17N 40W 

_do. 

5760 

Cal. 247_ 

18N 40W 

.do. 

6760 

Cal. 248_ 

18N 41W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 249_ 

19N 41W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 250_ 

19N 42W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 251_ 

20N .42W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 252 . 

20N 43W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 253_ 

21N 43W 

.do. 

6760 

Cal. 254*... 

33N 44W 

.do. 

5760 

Cal. 255*— 

34N 44W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographical 
miles distant from 
the coast line of 
California. 

5740 

Cal. 256*... 

33N 45W 

All (no drilling or 
production activi¬ 
ties above the 
ocean bed will be 
allowed on SJ>£ of 
block)... 

5760 

Cal. 257*... 

34N 45W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographi¬ 
cal miles distant 
from the coast line 
of California. 

4310 

Cal. 268*... 

33N 46W 

All (no drilling or 
production activi¬ 
ties above the 
ocean bed will be 
allowed on of 

block). 

5760 

Cal. 259*— 

34N 46W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of 
a line 3 geographi¬ 
cal miles distant 
from the coast 
line of California- 

4320 

Cal. 260*... 

33N 47W 

All (no drilling or 
production activi¬ 
ties above the 
ocean bed will be 
allowed on of 

block)__ 

5760 

Cal. 261*... 

34N 47W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographi¬ 
cal miles distant 
from the coast 




line of California.. 

5450 

Cal. 262*... 

35N 47W 

.do.. 

700 

Cal. 263*... 

34N 48W 

AH.... 

5760 

Cal. 264*... 

35N 48W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of 
a line 3 geograph¬ 
ical miles distant 
from the coast 
line of California.. 

5680 

Cal. 265*... 

36N 48W 


5680 

Cal. 266*— 

35N 49W 

All (no drilling or 
production activ¬ 
ities above the 
ocean bed will be 
allowed onWH 
of block). 

6760 

Cal. 267*... 

36N 49 W 


5760 

Cal. 268*-.. 

37N 49 W 

All. 

5760 

Oal. 269*... 

38N 49W 

_do_ 

5760 

Cal. 270*... 

39N 49W 

.do.. 

5760 

Cal. 271*... 

40N 49W 

_do_-__ 

5760 

Cal. 272*... 

41N 49W 

.do.. 

5760 

Cal. 273*... 

37N SOW 

_do.. 

5760 

Cal. 274*... 

38N 50 W 

_do.. 

6760 

Cal. 275* 

39N SOW 

_do_ 

5760 

Cal. 276* 

40N SOW 

_do_ 

5760 

Cal. 277*.— 

41N 50 W 

_do.. 

6760 

Cal. 278*... 

42N 50 W 


6760 

♦See footnote at end of table. 
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Tract No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

Cal. 279*... 

39N 51W 

All (no drilling or 
production activi¬ 
ties above the 
ocean bed will be 
allowed on Sy$ of 
block)_ 

5760 

Cal. 280*... 

40N 51W 

All... 

5760 

Cal. 281*... 

41N 51W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 282*... 

42N 51W 

_do.. 

5760 

Cal. 283*... 

40N 52W 

All (no drilling or 
production activi¬ 
ties abovo the 
ocean bed will be 
allowed on 
of block)_ _ 

5760. 

Cal. 284*... 

41N 52W 

_do... 

5760 

Cal. 285*... 

42N 52W 

All _ 

5760 
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Cal. 286_ 

36N 54 W 

All. 

5760 

Cal. 287_ 

36N 55 W 

. - do 

5760 

Cal. 288.... 

37N 55 W 

.do__ 

5760 

Cal. 289_ 

38N 55 W 

.do... 

5760 

Cal. 290_ 

39N 55 W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographical 
miles distant from 
the coast line of 
California_ 

5260 

Cal. 291_ 

40N 55W 


630 

Cal. 292_ 

39N 56W 

All. 

5760 

Cal. 293_ 

40N 66W 

All that portion 
lying seaward of a 
line 3 geographical 
miles distant from 
the coast line of 
California... 

4975 

Cal. 294_ 

41N 56W 

.do__ 

1930 

Cal. 295_ 

42N 56W 

-do.. 

1300 

Cal. 296_ 

41N 57 W 

All. 

5760 

Cal. 297_ 

42N 57W 

.do. 

5760 


•Leases for these tracts will carry the stipulation 
concerning the Point Reyes National Seashore Area. 


Official leasing maps consisting of a 
set, designated as Maps Nos. 1 N, 1 S, 2, 
3, 4, and 5 can be purchased for one 
dollar per set from Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, Pacific Coast Outer 
Continental Shelf Office, Bartlett Build¬ 
ing, Room 1130, 215 West 7th Street, Los 
Angeles 14, Calif.; Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, T-9003 Federal Office 
Building, 701 Loyola Avenue, New 
Orleans 12, La.; or the Director, Bureau 
of Land Management, Washington 25, 
D.C. 

Bidders are requested to submit their 
bids in the following form: 

Manager, 

Pacific Coast Outer Continental Shelf Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, 

Department of the Interior, 

Los Angeles, Calif. 

Oil and Gas Bid 

The following bid is submitted for an oil 
and gas lease on land of the Outer Con¬ 
tinental Shelf specified below: 

Area_ 

Official Leasing Map No._ 

Tract No._~_ ZZZZZZZZZZ 

Total amount_ 

Amount per acre_ Z1ZZ 

Amount submitted with bid_ ZZZZZZZZ 


(Signature) 


(Address) 

Important. The bid must be accom¬ 
panied by one-fifth of the total amount 
bid. This amount may be in cash. 


money order, cashier’s check, certified 
check, or bank draft. 

A separate bid must be made for each 
tract. 

Karl S. Landstrom, 

Director , 

Bureau of Land Management . 
Approved: March 29, 1963. 

Stewart L. Udall, 

Secretary of the Interior . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3463; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:50 ajn.] 


NEVADA 

Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands 

March 26, 1963. 

1. In exchanges of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of 
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1272, 43 U.S.C. 
315g) as amended, the following de¬ 
scribed lands have been conveyed to the 
United States: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

(Nevada 059509) 

T. 20 N., R. 19 E., 

Sec. 25, lots 1,2, 6 , 7, SW^NE^. 

(Nevada 056273) 

T. 41 N., R. 32 E., 

Sec. 11, W 1 / 2 NE 14 , SE^NW^, SWI/ 4 SWI/ 4 , 

Ey 2 swy 4 ; 

Sec. 14. wy 2 NWy 4 ; 

Sec. 15, SE^NE^, SW^SE^, E^SE^; 
Sec. 22, NW 14 NE 14 . SE^NW^, W^SW^; 
Sec. 28, Ei/ 2 NEV4. 

(Nevada 059517 and 056260) 

T. 32 N., R. 33 E., 

Sec. 7,Ny 2 NWy 4 NEy4,Wy 2 . SW^SE^; 

Sec. 9, NE^SW&SE^, S 1 / 2 NE 14 SE 14 , SE*4 
SE*4; 

Sec. H,Ni/ 2 ,SWi4,Wy 2 SEi4; 

Sec. 14, E y 2 , except a strip of land, con¬ 
taining 7.99 acres, being 400 feet wide 
and lying equally on each side of the 
center line of Central Pacific Railroad; 
Sec. 15 , ei/ 2 , Ny 2 Nwy 4 , Ny 2 swy 4 Nwy 4 . 
e y 2 se n w 14 , Nwy 4 SEy 4 Nwy 4 , Ey 2 

swy 4 ; 

Sec. 17, S y 2 NW, SW1/4, SW1/ 4 SE14, sy 2 
NW14SE14, NW1/4NWV4SE14, sy 2 SE& 
SE 14 , NW^SE&SE^. 

T. 30 N., R. 35 E., 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. 3, E y 2 ; 

Sec. 7, Ey 2 Ey 2 , NW^NE*41 
Sec. 11, Ny 2 ; 

Sec. 13. 

(Nevada 056254) 

T. 36 N., R. 38 E., 

Sec. 5. 

T. 37 N., R. 38 E., 

Sec. 3; 

Sec. 11.SWV4; 

Sec. 15, NE^4; 

Secs. 23 and 25; 

Sec. 27, Ni/ 2 , SW^,Ey 2 SE^; 

Sec. 33. Ny 2 ,SWy 4 , Ny 2 SE^. 

T. 38 N., R. 38 E., 

Sec. 3; 

Sec. 10, Ey 2 ; 

Secs. 15, 22, and 27. 

T. 39 N., R. 38 E., 

Secs. 5,17, and 29; 

Sec. 31, NE*4; 

Sec. 33, S%. 

T. 37 N.,R. 39 E., 

Sec. 17, SE 14 ; 

Sec. 19, SE*4; 

Sec. 20, SE^SE^; 

Sec. 21, NWy 4 ; 

Sec. 29, NW*4. 


(Nevada 056273) 

T. 42 N., R. 40 E., 

Sec. 10, NEV4SE^; 

Sec. 11, Wy 2 SW*4, SE^SW&J 
Sec. 14, Ny 2 NW}4, SEV4; 

Sec. 15. Ei/aSW^; 

Sec. 23 , sy 2 Ny 2 . 

(Nevada 059950 and 058302) 

T. 32 N., R. 56 E., 

Sec. 7; 

Sec. 19, Ey 2 ; 

Sec. 21, Ey 2 ; ">■ 

Sec. 28, E y 2 . 

T. 33 N., R. 56 E., 

Sec. 15, Ey 2 , Ei/ 2 NWy 4 . 

(Nevada 059303) 

T. 35 N., R. 58 E., 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. 11, NW^SWyfc. 

T. 35 N., R. 59 E., 

sec. 10, s%Nwy 4 ,swy 4 ; 

Sec. 15, Wy 2 ; 

Sec. 17. 

T. 36 N., R. 59 E., 

Sec. 16, NW&NW 14 ; 

Sec. 31 , sy 2 . 

(Nevada 058568) 

T. 4 S., R. 69 E., 

Sec. 35, NE*4, NE^SE^. 

The above tracts aggregate 20,290.41 
acres more or less. 

2. All minerals were conveyed in the 
following described lands: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 20 N., R. 19 E., 

Sec. 25, lots 1, 2, 6, 7, SW^NE^. 

T. 32 N., R. 33 E., 

Sec. 7, Ny 2 NW^NEi4, Wy 2 , SW^SE^; 

Sec. 9, NE&SW^SE^, Sy 2 NEV4SEV4, SE}4 
SE^; 

Sec. ll,Ni/ 2 , SW&, Wy 2 SE^; 

Sec. 14, E y 2 , except a strip of land, con¬ 
taining 7.99 acres, being 400 feet wide 
and lying equally on each side of the 
center line of Central Pacific Railroad; 
Sec. 15, Ei/ 2 , Ny 2 NWy 4 , Ny 2 SW^NWi4, Ey 2 
SE^NW^, NWSE J /4NW* 4 , Ey 2 SW^; 
Sec. 17, Sy 2 NWi4, SW^, SW^SE^, sy 2 
Nwy 4 SEy 4 , Nwy 4 Nwy 4 SEy 4 , sy 2 sEy 4 
se 14, nw y± se y4 se y± . 

T. 30 N., R. 35 E„ 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. 3, Ey 2 ; 

Sec. 7, Ey 2 Ey 2 , NWy 4 NEy 4 ; 

Sec. 11, Ny 2 ; 

Sec. 13. 

T. 32 N., R. 56 E., 

Sec. 28, Ey 2 . 

T. 35 N., R. 58 E., 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. ll.NW^SW^. 

T. 35 N., R. 59 E., 

sec. 10 , sy 2 Nwy 4 , swy4; 

Sec. 15, wy 2 ; 

Sec. 17. 

T.36N., R. 59 E., 

Sec. 31, Sy 2 . 

3. Only coal, oil, gas and oil shales 
were conveyed in the following described 
lands: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 
T. 41 N., R. 32 E., 

sec. 11 , wy 2 NEi,4, SE&NW 14 , swy4swi4, 

Ey 2 swy 4 ; 

Sec. 14, W^NW 1 ^; 

Sec. 15, SE^NE^, SW^SE^, Ey 2 SE^; 
sec. 22 , Nwy 4 NEy 4 , se^nw^, wy 2 swy 4 ; 
Sec. 28, Ey 2 NEV4. 

T. 42 N., R. 40 E., 

Sec. 10, NEy4SEi4; 

Sec. ll.W^SW^.SE^SW^; 

Sec. 14,Ny 2 NWy l ,SE^; 

Sec. 15, Ey 2 SWyi; 

Sec. 23, Sy 2 N%. 
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4. Only one-half interest in and to 
coal, oil, gas and other minerals was 
conveyed on the following described 
lands: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 32 N., R. 56 E., 

Sec. 7; 

Sec. 19, E y 2 ; 

Sec. 21, Ey 2 . 

5. All minerals were conveyed in the 
following described land, except oil, gas 
or petroleum products: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 33 N., R. 56 E., 

Sec. 15,Ey 2 ,Ey 2 NW}4. 

T. 4 S., R. 69 E., 

Sec. 35, NE^SE^. 

6. All minerals were conveyed on the 
following described land except a one- 
half interest in the coal, oil, gas and 
other petroleum products. 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 36 N., R. 59 E., 

Sec. 16, NWy 4 NWy 4 . 

7. The land in T. 20 N., R. 19 E., is 
located immediately northeast of Reno, 
Nevada, and west of Sun Valley Road. 
The topography is rough and rocky. 

8. The land in T. 41 N., R. 32 E., is 
approximately 45 miles northwest of 
Winnemucca, Nevada. The soil is sandy 
loam, interspersed with gravels, and sup¬ 
ports a stand of sage, shadscale, wild 
rye, and annual weeds. Elevation is ap¬ 
proximately 4,800 feet to 5,000 feet above 
sea level. 

9. The land in T. 32 N., R. 33 E., is west 
of Imlay, Nevada. Topography is rolling. 
Elevation is 4,100 feet above sea level. 

10. The land in T. 30 N., R. 35 E., is 
located northeast of Unionville, Nevada, 
on the foothills and valley bottom of 
Buena Vista Valley. Soil is clay loam on 
the valley floor to sandy loam on the 
foothills, underlain with calcium hard- 
pan. 

11. The land in Tps. 36, 37, 38 and 39 
N., R. 38 E., and T. 37 N., R. 39 E., is 
north of Winnemucca, Nevada. Eleva¬ 
tion varies from 4,300 feet to 7,000 feet 
above sea level. Topography grades 
from rolling sand dunes and foothills to 
steep and mountainous. 

12. The land in T. 42 N., R. 40 E., lies 
east of Paradise, Nevada, on the foothills 
that border Paradise Valley on the east. 
Elevation is approximately 4,600 feet 
above sea level. The soil is sandy loam 
interspersed with boulders. 

13. The land in Tps. 32 and 33 N., R. 
56 E., is southeast of Elko, Nevada. Soils 
range from sandy loam to coarse clay 
loam, and support a growth of big sage, 
rabbitbrush, blue grass, and other native 
weeds. 

14. The land in T. 35 N., R. 58 E., and 
Tps. 35 and 36 N., R. 59 E., lies east of 
Halleck, Nevada, at an elevation of 5,300 
feet to 5,800 feet above sea level. Soil 
grades from sandy to moderately coarse 
loams. 

15. The land in T. 4 S., R. 69 E., is 
southeast of Caliente, Nevada. Topog¬ 
raphy is hilly. Vegetation consists of 
juniper, cedar, sage, cheatgrass and 
other annual grasses. 

16. Pursuant to the authority dele¬ 
gated to me by Bureau Order No. 684, 


Section 2.5, dated August 28, 1961, of the 
Associate Director, Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, and Nevada State Order No. 
43, dated February 26, 1963, the lands 
described in paragraph 1 hereof shall be¬ 
come subject to application, petition, and 
selection generally, but excepting appli¬ 
cations under the Small Tract Act, sub¬ 
ject to valid existing rights, the provi¬ 
sions of existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law, effective 
10:00 am. on May 1, 1963. All valid 
applications received at or prior to 10:00 
a.m. on May 1, 1963, shall be considered 
as simultaneously filed at that time. 

17. The lands described in paragraphs 
2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 shall be open to mineral 
leasing, where applicable, and to loca¬ 
tion under the United States Mining 
Laws, where applicable, at 10:00 a.m. on 
May 1, 1963. Any offers received at or 
prior to this time and date will be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed. 

18. Inquiries shall be addressed to the 
Chief, Division of Lands and Minerals 
Management, Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Post Office Box Number 1551, 
Reno, Nevada. 

Daniel P. Baker, 

Chief, Division of 
Lands and Minerals Management. 

[FR. Doc. 63-3435; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Classification No. 17] 

[C—083506] 

COLORADO 

Small Tract Classification; Revocation 

March 28,1963. 

1. Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Colorado State Director of 
the Bureau of Land Management, effec¬ 
tive February 19, 1958 (23 F.R. 1098), 
Colorado Small Tract Classification No. 
17, appearing as F.R. Doc. 57-3576 on 
page 3131 of the issue for May 2, 1957, is 
hereby revoked in its entirety. The 
lands involved are: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado 

T. 1 N., R. 91 W., 

Sec. 35, Lot 12; 

Sec. 36. Lots 8, 13,14, 21, and 22. 

The area described contains 20.91 acres. 

2. The public lands affected by this 
order are hereby restored as of 10:00 a.m. 
May 3, 1963 to the operation of the pub¬ 
lic land laws, subject to valid existing 
rights, and the requirements of appli¬ 
cable laws, rules, and regulations. 

J. Elliott Hall, 
Chief, Lands and Minerals. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3436; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[W-0236537] 

WYOMING 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands; Correction 

March 27,1963. 

A notice of proposed withdrawal and 
reservation of lands, appearing as F.R. 
Doc. 63-630, filed January 21, 1963 on 
page 564 of the January 22, 1963 issue. 


contained an incorrect land description. 
Under Atherton Creek Campground, T. 
42 N., R. 114 W., Sec. 4: EV^NEV^NWVi 
is corrected to read T. 42 N., R. 114 W., 
Sec. 4: E^NE^NE 1 /*. 

Ed Pierson, 
State Director. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3437; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
SAN JOAQUIN AUCTION & SALES 
YARD ET AL. 

Deposting of Stockyards 

It has been ascertained, and notice is 
hereby given, that the livestock markets 
named herein, originally posted on the 
respective dates specified below as being 
subject to the Packers and Stockyards 
Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.), no longer come within the defi¬ 
nition of a stockyard under said Act and 
are, therefore, no longer subject to the 
provisions of the Act. 

Name, Location of Stockyard, and Date of 
Posting 

San Joaquin Auction & Sales Yard, Pump¬ 
kin Center, Calif., November 17, 1960. 
Coon Rapids Sale, Coon Rapids, Iowa, May 
28, 1959. 

Ute Sale Barn, Ute, Iowa, October 5, 1960. 
Caldwell Community Sale, Caldwell, Kan., 
May 29, 1959. 

Farmers Commission Co., Inc., Tompkins- 
ville Ky., December 10, 1959. 

Notice or other public procedure has 
not preceded promulgation of the fore¬ 
going rule since it is found that the giv¬ 
ing of such notice would prevent the due 
and timely administration of the Packers 
and Stockyards Act and would, there¬ 
fore, be impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest. There is no legal 
warrant or justification for not depos¬ 
iting promptly a stockyard which is no 
longer within the definition of that term 
contained in the Act. 

The foregoing is in the nature of a rule 
granting an exemption or relieving a re¬ 
striction and, therefore, may be made 
effective in less than 30 days after publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. This 
notice shall become effective upon publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

(42 Stat. 159, as amended and supplemented; 
7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of March 1963. 

K. A. Potter, 

Acting Chief, Rates and Regis¬ 
trations Branch, Packers and 
Stockyards Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3469; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


TOWN AND COUNTRY AUCTIONS 
ET AL. 

Posted Stockyards 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
under the Packers and Stockyards Act, 
1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.). 
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on the respective dates specified below 
it was ascertained that the livestock mar¬ 
kets named below were stockyards within 
the definition of that term contained in 
section 302 of the Act, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 202), and were, therefore, sub¬ 
ject to the Act, and notice was given to 
the owners and to the public by posting 
notice at the stockyards as required by 
said section 302. 

Name, and Location of Stockyard, and Date 
of Posting 

Louisiana 

Town & County Auctions, Ville Platte, 
March 12, 1963.' 

Missouri 

East 66 Auction Co., Springfield, February 
27, 1963. 

Palmyra Livestock Auction Market, Inc., 
Palmyra, March 14, 1963. 

Nebraska 

Sidney Livestock Sales Pavilion, Sidney, Jan¬ 
uary 29,1963. 

Texas 

Texoma Cattle Co., Whitesboro, February 14, 
1963. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of March 1963. 

K. A. Potter, 

Acting Chief, Rates and Regis¬ 
trations Branch, Packers and * 
Stockyards Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3470; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
GENERAL COUNSEL ET AL. 

Delegation of Authority To Correct 
Mistakes in Bids 

Delegation of authority under the 
Federal Procurement Regulations and 
Comptroller General’s decision B-125189 
of October 3, 1955, to correct mistakes in 
bids: 

The General Counsel, the Assistant 
General Counsel for Marketing, Regula¬ 
tory Laws, Research and Operations, the 
Director of the Research and Operations 
Division, or persons acting in their stead, 
are authorized, without power of redele¬ 
gation, (a) to make the determinations 
under 41 CFR 1-2.406-3 and 1-2.406-4, 
relating to correction of mistakes in bids 
disclosed before and after award of pro¬ 
curement contracts and (b) determi¬ 
nations in the various types of bidders’ 
mistake cases set forth in decision of the 
Comptroller General B-125189, dated 
October 3, 1955. 

This delegation supersedes the delega¬ 
tion of authority contained in the Sec¬ 
retary’s Order of October 26, 1960 (25 
F.R. 10486). 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th 
day of March 1963. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3468; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of the Secretary 

STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION AND 
DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY 

Delegations by the Secretary 

The Statement of Organization and 
Delegations of Authority of the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(22 F.R. 1045), as amended, is hereby 
amended as follows: 

Part 1, entitled “Organization of the 
Department”, is amended by adding the 
following new section: 

Sec. 1-955.10 Delegations by the Sec¬ 
retary. The authority of the Secretary 
to expend funds and to make grants-in¬ 
aid with respect to projects eligible for 
assistance both under Public Law 87-658 
and as specified below is delegated, effec¬ 
tive as of October 25, 1962, as follows: 

(a) To make grants-in-aid for con¬ 
struction projects under section 6 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as 
amended (33 U.S.C. 466e), to the: 

Surgeon General, 

Chief and Deputy Chief, Bureau of State 
Services, € 

Chief, Division of Water Supply and Pollu¬ 
tion Control. 

(b) To expend funds for the con¬ 
struction of Indian Health and sanita¬ 
tion facilities under P.L. 83-568, P.L. 
85-151, and P.L. 86-121, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 2004a et seq.), to the: 

Surgeon General. 

Chief and Deputy Chief, Bureau of Med¬ 
ical Services, 

Chief, Division of Indian Health. 

(c) To make grants-in-aid for con¬ 
struction projects under Title VI of the 
Public Health Service Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 291), to the: 

Surgeon General, 

Chief and Deputy Chief, Bureau of State 
Services, 

Chief, Division of Hospital and Medical 
Facilities. 

Dated: March28,1963. 

[seal] Anthony J. Celebrezze, 
Secretary, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3460; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-22] 

WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORP. 

Notice of Issuance of Facility License 
Amendment 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued, effective 
as of the date of issuance, Amendment 
No. 2, set forth below, to Facility License 
No. TR-2. The amendment authorizes 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation to 
possess but not operate the retired West¬ 
inghouse Testing Reactor, located at 
Waltz Mill in Westmoreland, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, in the condition described in the 
“Final Shutdown Report for the West¬ 


inghouse Testing Reactor WTR-172” 
dated January 25, 1963. 

The Commission has found that: 

(1) Possession of the reactor in ac¬ 
cordance with the license as amended 
will not present undue hazard to the 
health and safety of the public and will 
not be inimical to the common defense 
and security. 

(2) The application for amendment 
complies with the requirements of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
and the Commission’s regulations set 
forth in Title 10, Chapter I, OFR; 

(3) Prior public notice of proposed 
issuance of this amendment is not neces¬ 
sary in the public interest since posses¬ 
sion of the reactor in accordance with 
the license, as amended, does not involve 
consideration of safety factors signifi¬ 
cantly different from those previously 
evaluated. 

Within fifteen (15) days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the applicant may file a 
request for a hearing, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by this 
proceeding may file a petition for leave 
to intervene. Requests for a hearing 
and petitions to intervene shall be filed 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Commission’s regulations (10 CFR Part 
2). If a request for a hearing or a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is filed within 
the time prescribed in this notice, the 
Commission will issue a notice of hearing 
or an appropriate order. 

For further details with respect to this 
amendment, see (1) a related hazards 
analysis prepared by the Test & Power 
Reactor Safety Branch of the Division of 
Licensing and Regulation and (2) the 
licensee’s applications for license amend¬ 
ment dated January 25, 1963, which are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. A 
copy of item (1) above may be obtained 
at the Commission’s Public Document 
Room, or upon request, addressed to the 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington. 
D.C., Attention, Director, Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 25th 
day of March 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. Lowenstein, 
Director, Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

[License No. TR-2; Amdt. No. 2] 

License No. TR-2 is amended in its en¬ 
tirety to read as follows: 

1. This license applies to the utilization 
facility known as the Westinghouse Testing 
Reactor which is owned by the Westinghouse 
Electric Corporation and located near Waltz 
Mill, in Westmoreland County, Pennsylva¬ 
nia, described in Westinghouse’s application 
attested February 29, 1952 and amendments 
thereto, and for which Construction Permit 
No. CPTR-1 was issued by the Commission 
on July 3, 1957. 

2. Subject to the conditions and require¬ 
ments incorporated herein, the Commission 
hereby licenses Westinghouse Electric Cor¬ 
poration : 

a. Pursuant to section 104(c) of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Act”) and 
Title 10, CFR, Chapter 1, Part 50, “Licens- 
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ing of Production and Utilization Facili¬ 
ties”, to possess, but not to operate, tlie 
facility as a utilization facility in the con¬ 
dition described in the “Final Shutdown 
Report for Westinghouse Testing Reactor, 
WTR-172” dated January 25, 1963. 

b. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR, 
Chapter 1, Part 30, “Licensing of Byproduct 
Material”, to possess, but not to operate, 
such byproduct material as may be contained 
in the structural parts of the facility. 

3. Pursuant to the Act and § 20.501 of Title 
10, CFR, Chapter I, Part 20, “Standards for 
Protection Against Radiation” Westinghouse 
is exempt from the requirements of § 20.203 
(c)(2) for a visible or audible control device 
in high radiation areas of the Westinghouse 
Testing Reactor. 

4. This license shall be deemed to contain 
and be subject to all applicable provisions 
of the Act and rules, regulations and orders 
of the Commission now or hereafter in effect; 
and is subject to any additional conditions 
specified or incorporated below: 

a. Westinghouse shall not reactivate the 

facility without prior approval of the 

Commission. 

b. Westinghouse shall not dispose of the 

facility or the property occupied by the 
facility without prior approval of the 

Commission. 

c. Westinghouse shall keep the following 
records: 

(1) Records of annual inspections of the 
retired facility, including results of surveys 
of radioactivity levels. 

(2) Records showing radioactivity released 
or discharged into the air or water beyond 
the effective control of Westinghouse as 
measured at the point of such release or 
discharge. 

d. Westinghouse shall submit the follow¬ 
ing reports in writing to the Commission. 

(1) An immediate report of any indication 
or occurrence of a possible unsafe condition 
relating to the facility or the public. 

(2) An annual report of the status of the 
retired facility including results of surveys 
of radioactivity levels. 

5. This license is effective as of the date 
of issuance and shall expire at midnight 
July 3, 1967. 

Dated: March 25,1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. Lowenstein, 
Director , Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3417; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[OE Docket No. 62-EA-10] 

WHAS, INC. 

Proposed Television Antenna Struc¬ 
ture; Notice of Hearing 

WHAS, Inc., Louisville, Kentucky, has 
petitioned the Administrator for a hear¬ 
ing with respect to the determination 
issued by this Agency’s Obstruction Eval¬ 
uation Branch under this docket number 
on December 26, 1962 (27 F.R. 12987) 
that the antenna structure proposed by 
WHAS, Inc., in Louisville, Kentucky, 
would be a hazard to air navigation. 

The Administrator has determined 
that the substance of the petition has 
adequate foundation and has granted a 
hearing in order to determine the effect 
of the proposed construction on the 
safety of aircraft and the efficient utiliza¬ 
tion of the navigable airspace. 

Notice is hereby given that a prehear¬ 
ing conference will be held at 10:00 a.m., 


April 29, 1963, and a public hearing will 
be held at 2:00 p.m. t April 29, 1963, both 
at the Standiford Motor Hotel, Watter- 
son Expressway and Freedom Way, 
Louisville, Kentucky. 

The following are designated as 
parties to the hearing: 

1. WHAS, Incorporated, 

2. Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association, 

3. Air Line Pilots Association, 

4. Air Transport Association, 

5. City of Louisville, Kentucky, 

6 . County of Jefferson, Kentucky, 

7. Department of Aeronautics, Common¬ 

wealth of Kentucky, 

8 . Department of Air Force, 

9. Department of the Army, 

10. Kentucky Air Transport, Inc., 

11. Kentucky Flying Service, Inc., 

12. Louisville Aero Club, 

13. LouisviUe Flying Service, Inc., 

14. Louisville and Jefferson County Air 

Board, 

15. National Business Aircraft Association, 

16. Youngstown Airways, 

17. George L. Keith, 

18. Central American Airways. 

Designation as a party does not re¬ 
quire participation in the hearing. Any 
person not designated who believes his 
activities would be substantially affected 
by the proposed construction may re¬ 
quest the Presiding Officer for designa¬ 
tion as a party to the hearing. 

Issued in Washington; D.C., on March 
22,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Presiding Officer. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3422; Filed Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 14972; FCC 63M-403] 

JOHN SELF 

Order Regarding Procedural Dates 

In re application of John Self, Win¬ 
field, Alabama, Docket No. 14972, File 
No. BP-14617, for construction permit. 

Prehearing conferences having been 
held in the above-entitled proceeding on 
March 19 and 28, 1963, and it appearing 
from the record made therein that cer¬ 
tain agreements were reached and cer¬ 
tain rulings made which should be for¬ 
malized by order; 

It is ordered , This 28th day of March 
1963, that: 

(1) The direct case of the respondent 
on Issue No. 1 may be presented in the 
form of sworn written exhibits, or orally, 
or partake in part of both techniques; 

(2) In the event any portion of re¬ 
spondent’s direct case is presented in 
exhibit form, copies of the said exhibits 
shall be served on all other parties hereto 
and the Hearing Examiner on or before 
May 27,1963; 

(3) In the event any portion of re¬ 
spondent’s direct case is to be presented 
orally, respondent shall serve on all 
other parties hereto and the Hearing 
Examiner on or before May 27, 1963, 
a list of the witnesses who will testify 
together with a brief statement as to the 
general areas in which each witness will 
testify; and. 


(4) In the event the respondent ex¬ 
changes any written exhibits pursuant 
to (2) supra, and any other party wishes 
to call for cross-examination any witness 
responsible for the preparation of any 
such exhibit, notification thereof shall 
be given on or before June 5, 1963; 

It is further ordered , That the hearing 
now scheduled to commence on April 19, 
1963, is continued to June 10, 1963, com¬ 
mencing at 10:00 a.m. in the offices of the 
Commission at Washington, D.O. 

Released: March29,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3478; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:52 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

R. W. SMITH & CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Agreements Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreements have been filed with the 
Federal Maritime Commission for ap¬ 
proval pursuant to section 15 of the 
Shipping Act, 1916, as amended. All 
parties involved were registered under 
our former General Order 72, have ap¬ 
plied for licenses pursuant to section 

44 of the Shipping Act, 1916, and are 
therefore eligible to operate as inde¬ 
pendent ocean freight forwarders. 

R. W. Smith & Co. of New Orleans is 
party to the following agreements, the 
terms of which are identical. The other 
parties are: 

Transport Masters International, Inc., New 
York, N.Y.—FF-79. 

Bernard Lang & Co., Inc., New York, N.Y.— 
FF—81. 

Haras & Co., Jersey City, N.J.—FF-82. 

The terms of the three agreements 
are identical. Each is a nonexclusive, co¬ 
operative working arrangement under 
which the parties may perform freight 
forwarder functions for each other, 
dividing freight forwarding fees and 
ocean brokerage as agreed on each 
transaction. 

Interested persons may inspect these 
agreements and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Domestic Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., or at the Commission’s field offices 
at: 

45 Broadway, 

New York 4, N.Y. 

180 New Montgomery Street, 

San Francisco. Calif. 

Room 333, Federal Office Building, South, 
600 South Street, 

New Orleans 12, La. 

Mail Address: 

P.O. Box 30550, 

Lafayette Station, 

New Orleans 30, La. 

They may submit to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., within twenty days after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, written statements with reference to 
the agreements and their approval, dis¬ 
approval, or modification, together with 
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request for hearing should such hearing 
be desired. 

Dated: March 29, 1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3464; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.J 


MANAGING DIRECTOR OF THE 
COMMISSION 

Organizational Change; Delegation 
of Authority 

A reorganization has been effected 
whereby there has been established a 
position of Managing Director. The 
former position of Executive Director has 
been abolished and Mr. Elmer E. Metz 
has been appointed as the Managing Di¬ 
rector, effective March 31, 1963. Pend¬ 
ing modification and publication of Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Manual of 
Orders, Commission Order No. 1 
(Amended) the Managing Director will 
exercise all of the duties, responsibilities 
and authorities incumbent upon the 
former position of Executive Director. 

Thos. E. Stakem. 

March 31,1963 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3465; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.J 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. CP60-15] 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of_ 
Hearing 

March 27, 1963. 

Take notice that on January 19, 1960, 
as supplemented on April 14, 1960, June 
21, 1960, August 23, 1961, October 26, 
1961, and March 12, 1962, El Paso Natu¬ 
ral Gas Company (Applicant), a Dela¬ 
ware corporation with its principal place 
of business at El Paso, Texas, filed an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the construction and operation of 
certain facilities, and the sale and deliv¬ 
ery of natural gas to Cascade Natural 
Gas Corporation (Cascade), and to Cal¬ 
ifornia-Pacific Utilities Company (Cal- 
Pac), in the towns of Klamath Falls and 
Bend, Oregon, and their environs. The 
proposed facilities and related sales for 
which Applicant seeks authorization are: 

(a) A lateral approximately 17.3 miles 
in length, consisting of an initial seg¬ 
ment of 14.5 miles of 4y 2 " O.D. pipe and 
an additional segment of 2.8 miles of 8 
and %" O.D. pipe, commencing at a 
point of interconnection with Pacific Gas 
Transmission Company’s (PGT) 36-inch 
pipeline in Klamath County, Oregon, and 
terminating in the vicinity of Klamath 
Falls, Oregon. By letter agreement 
dated October 17, 1961, Applicant and 
Cal-Pac have agreed that Cal-Pac will 


operate the 2.8-mile (8 and %") segment 
of the lateral as agent of Applicant. 

(b) A measuring and regulating sta¬ 
tion at the terminus of the 14.5-mile 
(4 1 / 2 ' / ) segment of said pipeline. 

At the time Applicant submitted its 
project cost estimates, its application in¬ 
cluded a request for authorization to 
install an additional measuring and reg¬ 
ulating station (estimated cost, $14,000) 
which has since been deleted by a sub¬ 
sequent amendment of the application. 
Applicant estimates that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities will total $547,000, 
and asserts that the deletion of the afore¬ 
mentioned measuring and regulating 
station will have no appreciable effect on 
the total estimated project cost or the 
total estimated cost of service. 

Klamath Falls’ maximum day and an¬ 
nual requirements are estimated in Mcf 
of 1,000 Btu gas at 14.73 psia as follows: 

Maximum 


day Annual 

1st year- 1,466 283,578 

2d year- 4,058 714,790 

3d year_ 4,495 801,634 


The town of Bend’s maximum day and 
annual requirements are estimated in 
Mcf at 14.73 psia as follows: 

Maximum 


day Annual 

1st year- 1,170 114, 574 

2d year- 1,490 152,022 

3d year- 1.811 189,471 


The aforementioned sales and deliv¬ 
eries to Cascade and Cal-Pac will be 
initial service covered by service agree¬ 
ments providing for service under Rate 
Schedules DI-2 (firm) and 1-2 (inter¬ 
ruptible) as more fully set forth in the 
first supplement filed April 14, 1960. 

Temporary authorization was issued to 
the Applicant on December 11, 1961. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held on 
April 30, 1963, at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however, 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for the Applicant to appear or be repre¬ 
sented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before April 18, 
1963. Failure of any party to appear at 
and participate in the hearing shall be 
construed as waiver of and concurrence 


in omission herein of the intermediate 
decision procedure in cases where a re¬ 
quest therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3431; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.J 

[Docket No. CP63-175] 

HUMBLE GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

March 27, 1963. 

Take notice that on December 18, 1962, 
Humble Gas Transmission Company 
(Applicant), 1700 Commerce Building. 
New Orleans, Louisiana, filed in Docket 
No. CP63-175, an application pursuant 
to section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of a measuring station 
near Jackson, East Feliciana Parish. 
Louisiana, for the sale of gas to Gas 
Utility District No. 1 of East Feliciana 
Parish, Louisiana, for resale in such 
district which will provide gas service 
principally in the Villages of Wilson and 
Norwood, Louisiana, all as more fully 
set forth in the application on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

The application shows that the initial 
estimated volume of 22,000 Mcf will be 
sold annually. 

The proposed service will be rendered 
under Applicant’s Rate Schedule G-l of 
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. 

The application shows the estimated 
cost of the proposed facilities to be 
$1,855.00 which cost will be financed 
from funds on hand. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations, and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on May 9. 
1963 at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
concerning the matters involved in and 
the issues presented by such application: 
Provided, however, That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, 
it will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before April 
26, 1963. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the inter- 
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mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary, 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3432; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. E-7086] 

INTERSTATE POWER CO. 

Notice of Application 

March 27,1963. 

Take notice that on March 21, 1963, 
an application was filed with the Federal 
Power Commission pursuant to section 
204 of the Federal Power Act by Inter¬ 
state Power Company (Applicant), a 
corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of Delaware and domesticated 
in the States of Illinois, Iowa, Minne¬ 
sota, and South Dakota with its princi¬ 
pal business office at Dubuque, Iowa, 
seeking an order authorizing the is¬ 
suance of (a) $6,000,000 principal 

amount First Mortgage Bonds __ percent 
Series due 1993 and, (b) 154,194 shares 
(maximum) of Additional Common 
Stock. The First Mortgage Bonds (New 
Bonds) are to be issued under Appli¬ 
cant’s Indenture dated as of January 1, 
1948, to The Chase National Bank of the 
City of New York and Carl E. Buckley 
as Trustees, as supplemented by eight 
Supplemental Indentures and as will be 
further supplemented by a proposed 
Ninth Supplemental Indenture to be 
dated as of May 1,1963. 

According to the application the New 
Bonds will be sold and the interest rate 
fixed by competitive bidding. They will 
be dated as of May 1, 1963; will mature 
on May 1, 1993; and will be issued on the 
closing date tentatively fixed for May 29, 
1963. 

Applicant proposes initially to offer to 
its Common Stockholders 132,294 shares 
of Additional Common Stock on the 
basis of one additional share for each 
26 shares held of record; in addition, 
where holdings are not evenly divisible 
by 26 or are less than 26, Warrant 
holders will have the ‘‘Incidental Right” 
to subscribe for one full share with the 
number of Rights which exceed a multi¬ 
ple of 26 or are less than 26. The 21,900 
other shares included in the 154,194 
shares (maximum) covered by this ap¬ 
plication will be issued only to the ex¬ 
tent, if any, that it is necessary to issue 
more than 132,294 shares by reason of 
the exercise of “Incidental Rights” to 
satisfy primary subscription rights. 
Applicant proposes to issue and sell to 
underwriters at competitive bidding, 
such of the 132,294 shares of Additional 
Common Stock as shall not be sub¬ 
scribed for pursuant to Applicant’s pro¬ 
posed subscription offer. 

Applicant states that the net proceeds 
received from the issuance and sale of 
the aforesaid New Bonds and Additional 
Common Stock will be used to retire 
bank loans, totalling $5,350,000 and to 
finance in part, Applicant’s $10,942,000 
construction program for the remainder 
of 1963 including $1,883,300 for trans¬ 
mission, $3,296,400 for distribution, 
$642,000 for general plant, and $220,000 
for power plant. 

No. 65-5 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protests with reference to said 
application should on or before the 19th 
day of April, 1963, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington 25, D.C., 
petitions or protests in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). The application is on file 
and available for public inspection. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3433; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 

[ Docket No. CP63-182 ] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

March 27, 1963. 

Take notice that on December 26,1962, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation, 
a Delaware corporation with its princi¬ 
pal place of business in Owensboro, Ken¬ 
tucky, filed in Docket No. CP63-182 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the construction and operation 
of approximately 3.5 miles of 2-inch 
pipeline and one meter station in St. 
Mary Parish, Louisiana, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

The proposed facilities will be used to 
transport, for the account of Hope Nat¬ 
ural Gas Company (Hope), natural gas 
to be purchased by Hope from Humble 
Oil & Refining Company (Humble) in 
the Charenton Field. The transporta¬ 
tion for the account of Hope will be ren¬ 
dered under the certificate issued to Ap¬ 
plicant on August 10, 1959, in Docket 
No. G-17335 and will not involve any 
change in the presently authorized max¬ 
imum transportation obligation of Ap¬ 
plicant of 100,000 Mcf of natural gas per 
day. The rate to be charged for such 
transportation will be as provided in 
Rate Schedule X-21 contained in Appli¬ 
cant’s FPC Gas Tariff Original Volume 
No. II. 

The total cost of the proposed facili¬ 
ties is estimated at $50,390, for which 
Applicant will be reimbursed in full by 
Humble. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end*: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on May 7, 
1963, at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a Hearing 
Room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
concerning the matters involved in and 
the issues presented by such application: 
Provided, however. That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 


cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, 
it will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before April 
22, 1963. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the interme¬ 
diate decision procedure in cases where 
a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3434; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 812-1557] 

DELAWARE FUND, INC., ET AL. 

NoSice of Application for Temporary 
Exemption 

March 28,1983. 

In the matter of Delaware Fund, 
Incorporated, 3 Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia 2, Pennsylvania; Delaware 
Income Fund, Incorporated, 3 Penn 
Center Plaza, Philadelphia 2, Pennsyl¬ 
vania; Delaware Management Company, 
Incorporated, 3 Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia 2, Pennsylvania. 

Notice is hereby given that a joint ap¬ 
plication pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act”) has been filed by the Delaware 
Fund, Inc. (“Delaware”) a Delaware 
corporation and a management open-end 
diversified investment company regis¬ 
tered under the Act; by Delaware Income 
Fund, Inc. (“Income”) a Delaware cor¬ 
poration and a registered open-end di¬ 
versified investment company registered 
under the Act; and by Delaware Man¬ 
agement Co., Inc. (“Management”), the 
investment adviser and principal under¬ 
writer to Delaware and Income, for an 
order of the Commission (1) exempting 
Management, during the period from 
December 26, 1962 through April 16, 
1963 from the provisions of section 15(a) 
of the Act which, among other things, 
prohibit it from serving as investment 
adviser to Delaware and Income pur¬ 
suant to a written contract without the 
approval of the Investment Advisory 
Agreements between Management and 
the two investment companies by the 
vote of a majority of the outstanding 
voting securities of each registered in¬ 
vestment company and (2) exempting 
Management, during the period from 
December 26, 1962 through March 6, 
1963 from the provisions of sections 15 
(a) and (c) of the Act which prohibit it 
from serving as an investment adviser to 
Delaware and Income except pursuant to 
a written advisory agreement and which 
prohibit Management from serving as 
the investment adviser to Delaware and 
Income pursuant to an oral agreement 
which had not been approved by the 
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majority of the unaffiliated directors of 
the respective funds, and (3) exempting 
Management, during the period from 
December 26, 1962 through January 16, 
1963 from the provisions of section 15 (b) 
and (c) of the Act which prohibit it from 
serving as the principal underwriter to 
Delaware and Income except pursuant to 
a written underwriting agreement and 
which prohibit Management from serv¬ 
ing as the underwriter to Delaware and 
Income pursuant to an oral agreement 
which had not been approved by the 
majority of the directors of the respec¬ 
tive investment companies who are not 
affiliated persons of Management. 

All interested persons are referred to 
the application on file with the Commis¬ 
sion for a full statement of the repre¬ 
sentations therein which are summarized 
below. 

Mr. D. Moreau Barringer, who owned 
a 47 percent capital interest and a 46 
percent income interest in The Delaware 
Company (“Partnership”), a Pennsyl¬ 
vania general partnership, died on De¬ 
cember 26, 1962. The other partners 
of the general partnership were Mr. W. 
Linton Nelson, owner of a 53 percent 
capital interest and a 52 percent income 
interest in Partnership, Mr. Lewis J. 
Ross and Mr. James P. Schellenger, each 
of whom owned a 1 percent income in¬ 
terest in the Partnership. Upon Mr. 
Barringer’s death, the Partnership con¬ 
tinued in existence. Pursuant to the 
conditions of a contract between Mr. 
Barringer and Mr. Nelson, Mr. Bar¬ 
ringer’s interests in Partnership auto¬ 
matically became the property of Mr. 
Nelson when Mr. Barringer died. Mr. 
Nelson then owned 100 percent of the 
capital interest and 98 percent of the in¬ 
come interest in Partnership. Partner¬ 
ship owns 100 percent of the stock of 
Management. Assuming that Mr. Bar¬ 
ringer is presumed to have been a con¬ 
trolling person of Management as de¬ 
fined by section 2(a) (9) of the Act, Mr. 
Barringer’s death may have effected a 
transfer by operation of law of his in¬ 
terest in Management, and such trans¬ 
fer may be considered an assignment 
within the meaning of section 2(a)(4) 
of the Act of the investment advisory 
agreements and the underwriting con¬ 
tracts between the respective investment 
companies and Management. 

At a regular meeting of the respective 
Boards of Directors held on January 16, 
1963, a majority of the directors of each 
company, including a majority of the 
directors not affiliated persons of Man¬ 
agement, approved new underwriting 
contracts respectively between Manage¬ 
ment and each of the investment com¬ 
panies. Applicants represent that oral 
understandings in effect from Mr. Bar¬ 
ringer’s death until the January 16, 
1963 meetings of the respective Boards 
of Directors were the same in all material 
respects as the contracts which were in 
existence immediately prior to Mr. 
Barringer’s death. 

The respective Boards of Directors of 
Delaware, Income and Management met 
on March 6, 1963 and approved the ex¬ 
ecution of interim investment advisory 
contracts between Delaware and Man¬ 
agement and between Income and Man¬ 


agement to be effective until April 16, 
1963. From December 26, 1962 to 

March 6, 1963 Management provided in¬ 
vestment advisory services respectively 
to Delaware and Income under oral un¬ 
derstandings. Applicant represents that 
the terms of the oral understandings 
were and that the terms of the new in¬ 
terim investment advisory contracts are 
the same in all material respects as the 
contracts that were respectively in effect 
immediately prior to Mr. Barringer’s 
death. 

Delaware and Income further repre¬ 
sent that they both have large numbers 
of shareholders to whom notices, proxy 
forms and proxy statements must be 
sent, with the result that the calling of 
special shareholders’ meetings by either 
Delaware or Income would entail sub¬ 
stantial additional expense without the 
added benefit of saving a significant 
amount of time in the presentation of 
the new Investment Advisory Agree¬ 
ments for a vote by the respective share¬ 
holders. 

Section ,15 (a) of the Act provides, 
among other things, that it shall be un¬ 
lawful for any person to serve or act as 
an investment advisor of a registered in¬ 
vestment company except pursuant to 
a written contract which has been ap¬ 
proved by the vote of a majority of the 
outstanding voting securities of such 
registered investment company and pro¬ 
vides in substance for its automatic ter¬ 
mination in the event of its assignment 
by the investment advisor. 

Section 15(b) provides, among other 
things, that it shall be unlawful for any 
principal underwriter for a registered 
open-end company to offer for sale, sell 
or deliver after sale any security of 
which such company is the issuer, ex¬ 
cept pursuant to a written contract with 
such company, which contract shall pro¬ 
vide for its automatic termination in the 
event of assignment by such underwriter. 

Section 15(c) provides, among other 
things, that it is unlawful for any regis¬ 
tered investment company to enter into, 
renew, or perform any investment ad¬ 
visory or underwriting contract unless 
the terms of the contract and any re¬ 
newal thereof are approved by a ma¬ 
jority of the directors who are not parties 
to such contract or affiliated persons of 
any such party or by the vote of a ma¬ 
jority of the outstanding voting securi¬ 
ties of such company. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides that 
the Commission, by order upon applica¬ 
tion, may conditionally or uncondition¬ 
ally exempt any person or transaction 
from any provision of the Act or of any 
rule or regulation thereunder, if and to 
the extent that such exemption is nec¬ 
essary or appropriate in the public in¬ 
terest and consistent with the protection 
of investors and the purposes fairly in¬ 
tended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
April 12, 1963, at 5:30 p.m. submit to 
the Commission in writing a request for 
a hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his in¬ 
terest, the reason for such request and 
the issues of fact or law proposed to be 


controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission should 
order a hearing thereon. Any such com¬ 
munication should be addressed: Secre¬ 
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally 
or by mail (air mail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon Dela¬ 
ware, Income and Management, at the 
addresses set forth above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit or in case of an at¬ 
torney-at-law by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after said date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act. 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the showing contained 
in said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
issued upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission’s own motion. 

For the Commission (pursuant to del¬ 
egated authority). 

L SEAL ] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3439; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963: 

8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 70-4127] 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Proposed Modification of 
Method of Allocating Consolidated 
Tax Liabilities, as Reduced by In¬ 
vestment Credit, Among System 
Companies 

March 28,1963. 

In the matter of National Fuel Gas 
Company, 30 Rockefeller Plaza, New 
York 20, New York; United Natural Gas 
Company, The Sylvania Corporation, 
The Mars Company, Empire Gas & Fuel 
Company, Limited, Iroquois Gas Corpo¬ 
ration, Pennsylvania Gas Company, 
Pennsylvania Oil Company, Jefferson 
County Company, Empire Gas & Fuel 
Company, Empire Gas Appliance Cor¬ 
poration. 

Notice is hereby given that National 
Fuel Gas Company (“National”), a reg¬ 
istered holding company, and its sub¬ 
sidiary companies have filed a joint dec¬ 
laration with this Commission pursuant 
to the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act of 1935 (“Act”) and have designated 
section 12(b) of the Act and Rule 45 
promulgated thereunder as applicable to 
the transaction proposed. All interested 
persons are referred to the joint dec¬ 
laration, on file at the office of the Com¬ 
mission, for a statement of the transac¬ 
tion therein proposed which is summa¬ 
rized below. 

Declarants annually join as a group 
in filing a consolidated Federal income 
tax return. It is stated that certain in¬ 
equities in the allocation of the group’s 
consolidated income tax liabilities, after 
giving effect to the investment credit 
allowed on Federal income tax returns 
under the Revenue Act of 1962, would 
result if the allocation were effected pur¬ 
suant to the exemptive provisions of Rule 
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45(b)(6) under the Act. Accordingly, 
declarants propose to utilize a method 
of allocation which will give to each of 
the companies included in consolidated 
tax returns of National and its subsidi¬ 
aries the full investment credit each 
company contributes to the total invest¬ 
ment credit allowed on the consolidated 
returns. 

The joint declaration states that no 
State or Federal commission, other than 
this Commission, has jurisdiction over 
the proposed transaction. 

No fees or expenses will be incurred 
in connection with the proposed trans¬ 
action. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
April 16, 1963, request in writing that 
a hearing be held on such matter, stat¬ 
ing the nature of his interest, the rea¬ 
sons for such request, and the issues 
of fact or law raised by said joint dec¬ 
laration which he desires to controvert; 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 
addressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington 25, D.C. 
A copy of such request should be served 
personally or by mail (air mail if the 
person being served is located more than 
500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon the declarants at the above-stated 
address, and proof of service (by affidavit 
or, in case of an attorney at law, by cer¬ 
tificate) should be filed contemporane¬ 
ously with the request. At any time 
after said date, the joint declaration, as 
filed or as it may be amended, may be 
permitted to become effective as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 23 of the general rules 
and regulations promulgated under the 
Act, or the Commission may grant ex¬ 
emption from such rules as provided in 
Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take such 
other action as it may deem appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 63-3440; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 70—4128] 

PENN FUEL GAS, INC., AND JOHN H. 

WARE, 3RD 

Notice of Filing of Application Re¬ 
garding Proposed Acquisition of 
Common Stock of New Subsidiary 
Company 

March 28, 1963. 

Notice is hereby given that Penn Fuel 
Gas, Inc. (“Penn Fuel”), a holding com¬ 
pany exempt as such from the provisions 
of the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act of 1935 (“Act”) subject to certain 
conditions, and John H. Ware, 3rd 
("Ware”), 55 South Third Street, Ox¬ 
ford, Pennsylvania, the president and 
an affiliate of Penn Fuel, have filed a 
Joint application, pursuant to sections 
9 and 10 of the Act regarding the pro¬ 
posed acquisition by Penn Fuel of all 
of the capital stock of Valley Gas Com¬ 
pany (“Valley”), a proposed Pennsyl¬ 
vania corporation. 


All interested persons are referred to 
the joint application, on file at the of¬ 
fice of the Commission, for a descrip¬ 
tion of the proposed transactions which 
are summarized below. 

Penn Fuel, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
is a public-utility holding company hav¬ 
ing twenty gas utility subsidiaries, all 
Pennsylvania corporations operating en¬ 
tirely within that State. Such subsid¬ 
iary companies distribute gas, princi¬ 
pally natural gas, in various communities 
in central, central-western, and eastern 
Pennsylvania. Ware owns or controls 
approximately 83 percent of the out¬ 
standing common stock of Penn Fuel. 

Penn Fuel proposes to purchase at the 
par value thereof all of the capital stock 
(150 shares of $100 par value) which is 
to be issued by Valley, a corporation 
being organized under the laws of Penn¬ 
sylvania. Valley proposes to furnish 
natural gas service in the Boroughs of 
Martinsburg, Roaring Spring and Taylor, 
in North Woodbury and Huston Town¬ 
ships, Blair County, Pennsylvania, an 
area in which no gas service, other than 
bottled gas, is now available. The gas 
supply is to be obtained from a nonaffili- 
ated company, Texas Eastern Transmis¬ 
sion Corporation (“Texas Eastern”). To 
implement the service, Valley proposes 
to construct the necessary distribution 
facilities and two lateral natural gas 
transmission lines (8,500 and 14,000 feet, 
respectively, in length) extending from 
a connection with Texas Eastern’s Penn- 
Jersey natural gas pipeline, to Martins¬ 
burg and Roaring Spring. Upon com¬ 
pletion of the initial facilities, Valley 
will serve one industrial and approxi¬ 
mately 115 residential and commercial 
customers. By the end of the third 
year, it is estimated that it will serve 
an additional 230 customers. The cost 
of the initial facilities is estimated at 
$133,780, and is to be financed with the 
proceeds from the sale of the capital 
stock to, and advances by, Penn Fuel. 
The service area of Valley will be located 
between those of two affiliated com¬ 
panies serving Bedford and Huntingdon. 
The personnel of Huntingdon Gas Com¬ 
pany, an affiliated company, will provide 
initial management and operational as¬ 
sistance for Valley. 

It is stated that applicants believe the 
creation of the new corporation to ren¬ 
der the service is desirable to facilitate 
the necessary Pennsylvania procedures 
to initiate the service, to comply with 
the State commission’s rate and account¬ 
ing requirements, and to simplify rate 
considerations. 

The application states that the Penn¬ 
sylvania Public Utility Commission has 
jurisdiction over the issuance of the cap¬ 
ital stock by Valley, and that an appli¬ 
cation for the authorization thereof has 
been filed; but that the acquisition of 
such stock by Penn Fuel is not subject 
to the jurisdiction of any State or Fed¬ 
eral commission, other than this Com¬ 
mission. It is further stated that the 
fees, commissions and expenses to be 
incurred in connection with the proposed 
transactions consist of legal fees, trans¬ 
fer and issuance tax, filing fees and inci¬ 
dental expenses, estimated at an aggre¬ 
gate of $1,000. 


Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than April 
15, 1963, request in writing that a hear¬ 
ing be held on such matter, stating the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by the application which he 
desires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified should the Commis¬ 
sion order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or 
by mail (air mail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the 
applicants at the above-stated address, 
and proof of service (by affidavit or, in 
case of an attorney at law, by certificate) 
should be filed contemporaneously with 
the request. At any time after said 
date, the application, as filed or as it 
may be amended, may be granted, as 
provided in Rule 23 of the general rules 
and regulations promulgated under the 
Act; or the Commission may grant ex¬ 
emption from such rules, as provided in 
Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof, or take 
such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3441; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 

[File No. 70-4130] 

POTOMAC EDISON CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Filing of Joint Application- 
Declaration Regarding Proposed 
Issuance and Sale by Subsidiary 
Companies of Common Stock and 
Acquisition and Pledge Thereof by 
Holding Company 

March 28, 1963. 

In the matter of The Potomac Edison 
Company, 200 East Patrick Street, Fred¬ 
erick, Maryland; Northern Virginia 
Power Company, Potomac Light and 
Power Company, South Penn Power 
Company. 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Potomac Edison Company (“Po¬ 
tomac Edison”), a registered holding 
company, an electric utility company, 
and a subsidiary company of Allegheny 
Power System, Inc., also a registered 
holding company, and Potomac Edison’s 
electric utility subsidiary companies, 
Northern Virginia Power Company 
(“Virginia”), Winchester, Virginia, Po¬ 
tomac Light and Power Company 
(“Potomac Light”), Martinsburg, West 
Virginia, and South Penn Power Com¬ 
pany (“South Penn”), Waynesboro, 
Pennsylvania, have filed a joint applica¬ 
tion-declaration with this Commission 
pursuant to the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act”). Sections 
6, 7, 9, 10, and 12 of the Act and Rules 
43 and 44 promulgated thereunder are 
designated as applicable to the pro¬ 
posed transactions. 

All interested persons are referred to 
the application-declaration, on file at 
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the office of the Commission, for a 
statement of the proposed transactions, 
which are summarized as follows: 

Virginia, Potomac Light, and South 
Penn propose to issue and sell for cash, 
at par or stated value, to Potomac Edison 
and the latter proposes to purchase, 
from time to time as necessary, prior 
to December 31, 1963, authorized but un¬ 
issued shares of capital stock, up to but 


riot exceeding the aggregate par or 
stated value as follows: 

Virginia—4,000 shares 1 __ $400, 000 

Potomac Light—4,000 shares 1 _ 400,000 

South Penn—180,000 shares 2 _ 900, 000 


$1, 700, 000 

1 Par value $100 per share. 

Stated value $5.00 per share. 

The proceeds to be received by such 
subsidiary companies from the proposed 
sales of stock will be used to finance, in 
part, necessary property additions and 
improvements. The estimated costs of 
the 1963 construction programs of such 
subsidiary companies are $1,420,400, 
$1,298,900 and $1,307,300, respectively. 

Potomac Edison owns all of the out¬ 
standing shares of capital stock of each 
subsidiary company, which are pledged 
under Potomac Edison’s Indenture dated 
October 1, 1944, as supplemented, secur¬ 
ing its First Mortgage and Collateral 
Trust Bonds. The additional shares to 
be acquired will also be pledged under 
said Indenture in accordance with the 
requirements thereof. 

The fees and expenses to be incurred 
in connection with the proposed trans¬ 
actions are estimated at $2,375, consist¬ 
ing of $300 counsel fees, $1,700 Federal 
issue stamp tax, $225 State issue fee and 
$150 of miscellaneous expenses. 

The application-declaration states 
that the State Corporation Commission 
of Virginia has jurisdiction over the 
issuance and acquisition of the capital 
stock of Virginia; that the Public Serv¬ 
ice Commission of West Virginia has or 
asserts jurisdiction over the acquisition 
by Potomac Edison of the capital stocks 
of the subsidiary companies; that the 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
has jurisdiction over the issuance of the 
capital stock of South Penn; and that no 
other State commission and no Federal 
commission, other than this Commis¬ 
sion, has jurisdiction over any of the 
proposed transactions. It is further 
stated that appropriate orders of the 
respective "State commissions are to be 
supplied by amendment to the applica¬ 
tion-declaration. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than April 
22, 1963, request in writing that a hear¬ 
ing be held in respect of such matters, 
stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for the request, and the issues 
of fact or law which he desires to con¬ 
trovert; or he may request that he be 
notified should the Commission order a 
hearing thereon. Any such request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C. A copy of such request 
should be served personally or by mail 
(air mail if the person being served is 
located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon each of the joint 


applicants-declarants, at the above 
stated addresses; and proof of service 
(by affidavit or, in the case of an attor¬ 
ney at law, by certificate) should be 
filed contemporaneously with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after said date the 
application-declaration, as filed or as it 
may be amended, may be granted and 
permitted to become effective, as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 23 of the general rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act; 
or the Commission may grant exemption 
from such rules and regulations, as pro¬ 
vided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof, 
or take such other action as it deems 
appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-3442; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Delegation of Authority 30A (Rev. 1)] 

REGIONAL DIRECTORS 

Special Delegation of Authority To 
Conduct Program Activities in Re¬ 
gional Offices; Rescission 

Notice is hereby given that Delegation 
of Authority No. 30A (Revision 1), 28 
F.R. 1385, is hereby rescinded in its en¬ 
tirety without prejudice to any actions 
taken under such delegation prior to the 
date hereof. 

Effective date: March 15, 1963. 

John E. Horne, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3444; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Delegation of Authority No. 30 (Rev. 8) ] 

REGIONAL DIRECTORS 

Delegation of Authority To Conduct 

Program Activities in Regional 

Offices 

I. Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Administrator by the Small Business 
Act (1958), 72 Stat. 384, as amended; the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
72 Stat. 689, as amended; there is hereby 
delegated to each regional director with¬ 
in his region, the authority: 

A. Financial assistance. 1. To approve 
the following: , 

a. Business loans: 

1. Direct not exceeding $50,000. 

2. Participation not exceeding $150,- 
000 . 

b. Disaster loans: 

1. Direct not exceeding $50,000. 

2. Participation not exceeding $100,- 
000 . 

2. To decline direct and participation 
business and disaster loans of any 
amount. 

3. To disburse approved loans. 

4. To enter into business loan and 
disaster loan participation agreements 
with banks. 


5. To execute loan authorizations for 
Washington approved loans and for loans 
approved under delegated authority, 
said execution to read as follows: 

(Name) , Administrator . 

By-- 

(Name) 

Regional Director. 

6. To cancel, reinstate, modify and 
amend authorizations for business or dis¬ 
aster loans. 

7. To extend the disbursement period 
on all loan authorizations or undisbursed 
portions of loans. 

8. To approve, when requested, in ad¬ 
vance of disbursement, conformed copies 
of notes and other closing documents; 
and certify to the participating bank 
that such documents are in compliance 
with the participation authorization. 

9. To approve service charges by par¬ 
ticipating bank not to exceed 2% per 
annum on the outstanding balance on 
construction loans and loans involving 
accounts receivable and inventory 
financing. 

**10. To establish disaster field offices 
upon receipt of advice of the designation 
of a disaster area; to advise on the mak¬ 
ing of disaster loans; to appoint as a 
processing representative any bank in 
the disaster area; and to close disaster 
field offices when no longer advisable 
to maintain such offices. 

11. To take all necessary actions in 
connection with the administration, 
servicing, collection and liquidation of 
all loans and other obligations or assets, 
including collateral purchased; and to 
do and perform and to assent to the 
doing and performance of, all and every 
act and thing requisite and proper to 
effectuate the granted powers, including 
without limiting the generality of the 
foregoing: 

a. The assignment, endorsement, 
transfer and delivery (but in all cases 
without representation, recourse or war¬ 
ranty) of notes, claims, bonds, deben¬ 
tures, mortgages, deeds of trust, con¬ 
tracts, patents and applications there¬ 
for, licenses, certificates of stock and of 
deposit, and any other liens, powers, 
rights, charges on and interest in or to 
property of any kind, legal and equitable, 
now or hereafter held by the Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration or its Administrator; 

b. The execution and delivery of con¬ 
tracts of sale or of lease or sublease, quit¬ 
claim, bargain and sale or special 
warranty deeds, bills of sale, leases, sub¬ 
leases, assignments, subordinations, re¬ 
leases (in whole or part) of liens, satis¬ 
faction pieces, affidavits, proofs of claim 
in bankruptcy or other estates and such 
other instruments in writing as may be 
appropriate and necessary to effectuate 
the foregoing. 

B. Investment program. 1. To dis¬ 
burse section 502 loans. 

2. To extend the disbursement period 
on section 502 loan authorizations or un- 
disbursed portions of section 502 loans. 

3. To cancel wholly or in part undis¬ 
bursed balances of partially disbursed 
section 502 loans. 

4. To do and to perform all and every 
act and thing requisite, necessary and 
proper to be done for the purpose of ef- 
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fecting the servicing and administration 
of section 502 loans. 

5. To substitute, add, or change the 
collateral requirements of any loan au¬ 
thorization where such change will not 
adversely affect the credit aspects of the 
loan. 

**C. Procurement and technical as¬ 
sistance. **1. To approve applications 
for Certificates of Competency received 
from small business concerns which are 
located and will perform the contract 
within the geographical jurisdiction of 
his regional office, when the total value 
of the contract to be awarded as a result 
of the issuance of a Certificate of Com¬ 
petency does not exceed $50,000. 

* *2. To deny an application for a Cer¬ 
tificate of Competency when the regional 
director agrees with an adverse survey 
report as to production or credit, unless 
application for an SBA loan is being 
filed, which loan must be approved in the 
Washington Office. 

D. Administration. **1. To advertise 
regarding the public sale of (a) collateral 
in connection with the liquidation of 
loans, and (b) acquired property . 

**2. To purchase reproductions of 
loan documents, chargeable to the revolv¬ 
ing fund, requested by United States At¬ 
torneys in foreclosure cases. 

3. To (a) make emergency purchases 
chargeable to the Administrative expense 
fund, not in excess of $50 in any one ob¬ 
ject class in any one instance but more 
than $100 in any one month for total 
purchases in all object classes; (b) make 
purchases not in excess of $10 in any one 
instance for “one-time use items’* not 
carried in stock subject to the total limi¬ 
tations set forth in (a) of this para¬ 
graph; and (c) to contract for the repair 
and maintenance of equipment and 
furnishings in an amount not to exceed 
$25 in any one instance. 

4. In connection with the establish¬ 
ment of Disaster Loan Offices, to (a) 
obligate Small Business Administration 
to reimburse General Services Admin¬ 
istration for the rental of office space; 
(b) rent office equipment; and (c) 
procure (without dollar limitation) 
emergency supplies and materials. 

5. To rent motor vehicles from the 
General Services Administration and to 
rent garage space for the storage of such 
vehicles when not furnished by this 
Administration. 

E. Eligibility determinations. To de¬ 
termine eligibility of applicants for as¬ 
sistance under any program of the 
Agency in accordance with Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration standards and 
policies. 

P. Size determinations. To make orig¬ 
inal determinations and determinations 
upon the reconsideration thereof as 
to which concerns are small business 
within the meaning of the Small Busi¬ 
ness Size Standards Regulations, as 
amended, except no determinations will 
be made in those cases which involve 
questions of dominance, questions relat¬ 
ing to cooperatives, and questions in¬ 
volving franchise, license or other 
contractual agreements, unless otherwise 
authorized. This authorization does not 
Permit the issuance of Small Business 
Certificates. 


**II. The specific authority delegated 
in subsection I.A. 10; subsection I.C. 

1 & 2, and subsections I.D. 1 & 2 cannot 
be redelegated. These are indicated by 
asterisks (**). The specific authority 
in the other subsections may be redele¬ 
gated to the appropriate positions within 
the regional and branch offices. 

m. All authority delegated herein may 
be exercised by any Small Business Ad¬ 
ministration employee designated as 
Acting Regional Director. 

IV. All previous authority delegated 
by the Administrator to each Regional 
Director by Delegation of Authority No. 
30 (Revision 7) is hereby rescinded with¬ 
out prejudice to actions taken under 
such Delegation of Authority prior to the 
date hereof. 

Effective date; March 15, 1963. 

John E. Horne, 

Administrator. - 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3443; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Declaration of Disaster Area 418, Amdt. 2] 

TENNESSEE 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Declaration of Disaster Area 418, dated 
March 12, 1963, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

To include the County of McMinn in 
the State of Tennessee. 

(Flood occurring on or about March 
11,1963.) 

Dated: March 21,1963. 

John E. Horne, 

Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3467; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Wage and Hour Division 

CERTIFICATES AUTHORIZING EM¬ 
PLOYMENT OF LEARNERS AT SPE¬ 
CIAL MINIMUM RATES 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 14 of the Pair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as amended, 
29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.), and Administra¬ 
tive Order No. 561 (27 F.R. 4001) the 
firms listed in this notice have been 
issued special certificates authorizing the 
employment of learners at hourly wage 
rates lower than the minimum wage 
rates otherwise applicable under section 
6 of the Act. The effective and expira¬ 
tion dates, occupations, wage rates, num¬ 
ber or proportion of learners, learning 
periods, and the principal product man¬ 
ufactured by the employer for certifi¬ 
cates issued under general learner regu¬ 
lations (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9) are as 
indicated below. Conditions provided 
in certificates issued under the supple¬ 
mental industry regulations cited in the 
captions below are as established in those 
regulations. 

Apparel Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.20 to 522.25, as amended). 


The following learner certificates were 
issued authorizing the employment of 
10 percent of the total number of fac¬ 
tory production workers for normal 
labor turnover purposes. The effective 
and expiration dates are indicated. 

Cay Artley Apparel Inc., 232 Levergood 
Street and 389 Maple Avenue, Johnstown, 
Pa.; effective 3-16-63 to 3-15-64 (women’s 
dresses). 

Ballcraft Manufacturing Co., Mount Olivet 
Road, Hartwell, Ga.; effective 3-13-63 to 
3-12-64 (boys’ and men’s sport shirts). 

Bishopville Manufacturing Co., Gregg 
Street, Bishopville, S.C.; effective 3-18-63 to 
3-17-64 (women’s dresses). 

Capitol City Manufacturing Co., Inc., 925 
Huger Street, Columbia, S.C.; effective 
3-18-63 to 3-17-64 (women’s wash dresses). 

Chetopa Manufacturing Co., Chetopa, 
Kans.; effective 3-13-63 to 3-12-64 (men’s 
work clothing, pants, and waistband over¬ 
alls) . 

Doyle Shirt Manufacturing Corp., Doyle, 
Tenn.; effective 3-13-63 to 3-12-64 (sport 
and dress shirts). 

Edward Hyman Co., Prentiss,'Miss.; effec¬ 
tive 3-15-63 to 3-14-64 (uniform coats and 
smocks and men’s pants). 

Lawrence Manufacturing Co., Lawrence- 
ville, Va.; effective 3-12-63 to 3-11-64 (misses’ 
and women’s cotton blouses). 

The H. D. Lee Co., Inc., Lebanon, Mo.; 
effective 3-14-63 to 3-13-64 (men’s and boys’ 
single pants). 

Lillington Garment Co., Inc., Lillington, 
N.C.; effective 3-13-63 to 3-12-64 (sport and 
utility shirts). 

Metro Pants Co., Bridgewater, Va.; effec¬ 
tive 3-13-63 to 3-12-64 ‘boys, juniors’, and 
men’s pants). 

Metro Pants Co., Harrisonburg, Va.; effec¬ 
tive 3-13-63 to 3-12-64 (boys’, juniors’, and 
men’s pants). 

Niemor Contractors, 310 Sherman Avenue, 
Newark, N.J.; effective 3-11-63 to 3-10-64; 
learners may not be employed at special 
minimum wage rates in the production of 
leather Jackets (men’s and boys’ outerwear 
jackets). 

Ottenheimer Bros. Manufacturing Co., 
Shirt Division, 5801 Scott Hamilton Drive, 
Little Rock, Ark.; effective 3-14-63 to 3-13-64 
(women’s and misses’ blouses). 

Ottenheimer Bros. Manufacturing Co., 
Second and Victory Streets, Little Rock, Ark.; 
effective 3-14-63 to 3-13-64 (women’s and 
misses’ dresses). 

Salant & Salant, Inc., Troy Road, Obion, 
Tenn.; effective 3-28-63 to 3-27-64 (boys’ 
sport shirts). 

Schaefferstown Garment Co., Schaeffers- 
town, Pa.; effective 3-19-63 to 3-18-64 (boys’ 
pajamas). 

Warsaw Manufacturing Co., Warsaw, N.C.; 
effective 3-19-63 to 3-18-64 (ladies’ cotton 
dresses). 

Waynesboro Sportwear, Inc., 230-40 West 
North Street, Waynesboro, Pa.; effective 
3-13-63 to 3-12-64 (men’s pants). 

Williamson-Dickie Manufacturing Co., 
Plant No. 19, Maverick County Airfield, Eagle 
Pass, Tex.; effective 3-19-63 to 3-18-64 (men’s 
and boys’ work pants). 

Williamson Dickie Manufacturing Co., 
Uvalde, Tex.; effective 3-12-63 to 3-11-64 
(men’s work shirts). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses. The effective and expiration 
dates and the number of learners au¬ 
thorized are indicated. 

Holiday Togs, Inc., 520 South Market Street, 
Dayton, Tenn.; effective 3-22-63 to 3-21-64; 
five learners (children’s outer play shorts). 

Jantus Manufacturing Co., 101 Wright 
Street, LaSalle, Ill.; effective 3-18-63 to 
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3-17-64; 10 learners; learners may not be 
employed at special minimum wages in the 
production of tailored suit jackets (ladies’ 
sportswear—untailored jackets, and blouses). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for plant expansion purposes. 
The effective and expiration dates and 
the number of learners authorized are 
indicated. 

Altamont Shirt Corp., Altmont, Tenn.; 
effective 3-20-63 to 9-19-63; 100 learners 
(men’s and boys’ dress shirts). 

Hubert Manufacturing Co., 6 Market Street, 
Oneonta, N.Y.; effective 3-14-63 to 9-13-63; 
40 learners (ladies’ dresses). 

Lance Garment Corp., Red Bay, Ala.; effec¬ 
tive 3-15-63 to 9-14-63; 100 learners (boys’ 
sport and dress shirts). 

Lee County Mills, Inc., Leesburg, Ga.; effec¬ 
tive 3-15-63 to 9-14-63; 30 learners (ladies’ 
and children’s underwear). 

Phillips-Van Heusen Factory, Clayton, Ala.; 
effective 3-14-63 to 9-13-63; 55 learners (sport 
shirts). 

Spruce Pine Manufacturing Co., 145 Oak 
Street, Spruce Pine, N.C.; effective 3-13-63 
to 9-12-63; 15 learners (men’s and boys’ 
shirts). 

Glove Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.60 to 522.65, as amended). 

The Schafer Co., Inc., 101-117 North 
First Street, Decatur, Ind.; effective 3-29-63 
to 3-28-64; 10 learners for normal labor 
turnover purposes (work gloves). 

Hosiery Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.40 to 522.43, as amended). 

Athens Hosiery Mills, Inc., Athens, Tenn.; 
effective 3-16-63 to 3-15-64; 5 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (seam¬ 
less) . 

Ballston Knitting Co., Inc., Ballston Spa. 
N.Y.; effective 3-13-63 to 3-12-64; 5 percent 
of the total number of factory production 
workers for normal labor turnover purposes 
(seamless). 

Ballston Knitting Co., Inc., Stillwater, N.Y.; 
effective 3-13-63 to 3-12-64; 5 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (seam¬ 
less) . 

Knitted Wear Industry Learner Reg¬ 
ulations (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as 
amended, and 29 CFR 522.30 to 522.35, 
as amended). 

Kingston Knitting Mills, Inc., 139 Cornell 
Street, Kingston, N.Y.; effective 3-14-63 to 
9-13-63; 20 learners for plant expansion pur¬ 
poses (men’s and boys’ knitted sweaters). 

Each learner certificate has been is¬ 
sued upon the representations of the em¬ 
ployer which, among other things, were 
that employment of learners at special 
minimum rates is necessary in order to 
prevent curtailment of opportunities for 
employment, and that experienced work¬ 
ers for the learner occupations are not 
available. Any person aggrieved by the 
issuance of any of these certificates may 
seek a review or reconsideration thereof 
within fifteen days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 29 CFR 522.9. 
The certificates may be annulled or with¬ 
drawn, as indicated therein, in the man¬ 
ner provided in 29 CFR Part 528. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 22d 
day of March 1983. 

Robert G. Gronewald, 
Authorized Representative 

of the Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3438; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 777] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March 29,1963. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 65247. By order of March 
25, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Hegins Valley Lines, Inc., 
Valley View, Pa., of Certificates Nos. MC 
727 and MC 727 Sub 1, issued September 
19, 1955 and October 20, 1958, respec¬ 
tively, to Arthur P. Bowman, William 
H. Bowman, Glenn A. Bowman, and Fred 
j. Bowman, a partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as Bowman Bros. Bus and Truck 
Service, Valley View, Pa., authorizing the 
transportation of: Passengers and their 
baggage, from Valley View, Pa., and 
points within 15 miles of Valley View, 
to points in Maryland, New Jersey, Dela¬ 
ware, Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia; and round-trip special opera¬ 
tions beginning and ending at Lykens, 
Wiconisco, Elizabethville and Gratz, Pa., 
and extending to points in New York, 
New Jersey, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver¬ 
mont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, Ohio, Maryland, Delaware, 
Virginia and the District of Columbia; 
and charter operations beginning and 
ending at Lykens, Wiconisco, Elizabeth¬ 
ville and Gratz, Pa., and extending to 
points in Maine, New Hampshire, Ver¬ 
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Ohio; beginning and ending at Eliza¬ 
bethville, Pa., and extending to points 
in New York and Connecticut. John T. 
Pfeiffer, m, L. Allen Kimmel Building, 
Valley View, Pa., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65521. By order of March 
21, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Andrew Carrino and Bar¬ 
tholomew E. Carrino, a partnership, 
doing business as A. and B. E. Carrino, 
148 Coeyman Avenue, Nutley, N.J., of 
permit in No. MC 2176, issued July 23, 


1943, to Andrew Carrino, 148 Coeyman 
Avenue, Nutley, N.J., authorizing the 
transportation of: Such merchandise as 
is dealt in by wholesale, retail, and chain 
grocery and food business houses, and, in 
connection therewith, equipment, mate¬ 
rials, and supplies, used in the conduct 
of such business, and, fruits, vegetables, 
farm products, poultry, and seafood, in 
the respective seasons of their produc¬ 
tion, from, to, or between points in a 
specified part of New Jersey and New 
York. 

No. MC-FC 65606. By order of March 

25, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Cerrone Trucking Com¬ 
pany, Inc., Niagara Falls, N.Y., of Permit 
No. MC 109917, issued January 11, 1950, 
to Armand Cerrone, doing business as 
Cerrone Trucking Co., Niagara Falls, 
N.Y., authorizing the transportation of: 
Crude or artificial abrasives, in bulk, in 
dump trucks, from the boundary of the 
United States and Canada, at Niagara 
Falls, N.Y., to Niagara Falls, N.Y. Paul 
H. Reid, Jr., United Office Building, 
Niagara Falls, N.Y., attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC 65627. By order of March 

26, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to L. H. Ellis, doing business 
as Ellis Truck Line, Hendricks, Minn., 
of Certificates Nos. MC 109189 and MC 
109189 Sub 2, issued December 8, 1949, 
and February 21, 1951, respectively, to 
P. R. Ellis and L. H. Ellis, a partnership, 
doing business as Ellis Truck Line, Hen¬ 
dricks, Minn., authorizing the transpor¬ 
tation of: Groceries, fruits, vegetables, 
building materials, agricultural machin¬ 
ery, animal and poultry feed, livestock, 
grain, stoves, twine, furnaces, farm ma¬ 
chinery, general commodities, with the 
usual exceptions including household 
goods and commodities in bulk, refrig¬ 
eration equipment, farm machinery 
parts, and emigrant movables, from, to, 
or between specified points in Minnesota, 
South Dakota, Iowa, and Wisconsin. A. 
R. Fowler, 2288 University Avenue, St. 
Paul 14, Minn., representative for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC-FC 65611. By order of March 
26, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Marvin Strobel, doing 
business as Richmond Truck Line. 
Richmond, Kans., of Certificates Nos. 
MC 1942, MC 1942 Sub 3, MC 1942 Sub 4, 
MC 1942 Sub 5, and MC 1942 Sub 6, 
issued December 31, 1958, June 17, 1958, 
July 22, 1959, July 25, 1960 and Octo¬ 
ber 6, 1960, respectively, to Marvin 
Strobel and Merritt McDonald, doing 
business as Richmond Truck Line, Rich¬ 
mond, Kans., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of: General commodities, be¬ 
tween Richmond, Kans., and Kansas 
City, Mo., serving specified intermediate 
and off-route points, between junction 
U.S. Highways 50 and 59, and junction 
U.S. Highway 50 and Kansas Highway 
10; livestock, between Richmond, Kans . 
and St. Joseph, Mo.; serving inter¬ 
mediate and off-route points within 20 
miles of Richmond; binder twine, from 
St. Louis, Mo., to Richmond, Kans.: 
fertilizer and feed and seed, from St. 
Joseph, Mo., to Richmond, Kans., and 
points within 20 miles thereof; fertilizer, 
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from Horn, Mo., to Richmond, Kans., 
and points within 20 miles of Richmond; 
feed, between Richmond, Kans., and 
Kansas City, Mo., serving the inter¬ 
mediate and off-route points of Kansas 
City, Kans., North Kansas City, Mo., and 
those within 20 miles of Richmond; and 
church furniture, from Garnett, Kans., 
to points in Missouri, Ohio, Iowa, Ne¬ 
braska, Oklahoma, Illinois, and Texas. 

No. MC-FC 65676. By order of March 
28, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Red Arrow Lines, Inc., 
Chester, Pa., of Certificate No. MC 3803, 
issued April 6, 1956, to Camden and Bur¬ 
lington Counties Bus Company, a corpo¬ 
ration, Woodbury, N.J., authorizing the 
transportation of: Passengers and their 
baggage, in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, over regular routes, between 
Medford, N.J., and Vincentown, N.J. 
serving all intermediate points on the 
specified routes, and the off-route point 
of Lake Cotoxen, N.J.; between Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., and Medford Lakes, N.J., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points on the speci- " 
fied routes, and between Ellisburg, N.J., 
and Kingsway Village, N.J., serving all 
intermediate points on the specified 
routes; and passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, between Ellisburg, N.J., and Kings¬ 
ton Estates, N.J., serving all intermediate 
points on the specified routes. Walter S. 
Anderson, 130 North Broadway, Cam¬ 
den 2, N.J., attorney for transferee. 

No. MC-FC 65686. By order of March 
26, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Eagle, Inc., Pier 3, Dade 
County Seaport, Miami, Fla., of Certifi¬ 
cate No. MC 118974 Sub 1, issued June 
30, 1960, to Rath Unitized Navigation, 
Inc., 4055 Ponce de Leon Boulevard, 
Coral Gables, Fla., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of: General commodities, ex¬ 
cluding household goods, and other 
specified commodities, between points in 
Miami, Fla., restricted to traffic having 
a prior or subsequent movement by 
water. 

No. MC-FC 65704. By order of March 

25, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Buehler Transfer Com¬ 
pany, Denver, Colo., of Certificate No. 
MC 61834, issued as amended May 3, 
1961, to Fitch Van and Storage, Inc., 
Boulder, Colo., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of: Household goods, as defined 
by the Commission, over irregular routes, 
between points in Boulder County, Colo., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Points in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Wyoming. R. B. Danks, 401 First 
National Bank Building, Denver 2, Colo., 
attorney for transferee. 

No. MC-FC 65777. By order of March 

26, 1963, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to C.M.R. Transportation, 
Inc., Edison, N.J., of Certificate No. MC 
62254, issued August 8, 1958, to Mary 
Walther, doing business as C.M.R. & Co., 
Plainfield, N.J., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over irregular routes, of: Gen¬ 
eral commodities, excluding household 
goods, commodities in bulk, and other 
specified commodities, between points in 
specified counties in New Jersey, and 
New York, N.Y., in a radial movement, 
and tea and coffee, from New York, N.Y., 
to Newark, N.J. LeRoy Danziger, 334 


King Road, North Brunswick, N.J., at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-3453; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 517] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

March 29,1963. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice in¬ 
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241) gov¬ 
erning notice of filing of applications by 
motor carriers of property or passengers 
or brokers under sections 206, 209, and 
211 of the Interstate Commerce Act and 
certain other proceedings with respect 
thereto. 

All hearings and pre-hearing confer¬ 
ences will be called at 9:30 a.m.. United 
States standard time (or 9:30 a.m., local 
daylight saving time, if that time is 
observed), unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 
or Pre-Hearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 13806 (Sub-No. 25), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 10, 1963. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
HAULING COMPANY, a corporation, 
P.O. Box 9525, Lakeside Station, Rich¬ 
mond, Va. Applicant’s attorney: Paul 
A. Sherier, 613 Warner Building, 13th 
and E Streets NW., Washington 4, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Pallets, pallet 
boxes, skids and platforms, set up or 
knocked down, from points in Virginia, 
to points in Delaware, Maryland, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Penn¬ 
sylvania, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

HEARING: May 6, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 21006 (Sub-No. 11), filed 
March 5, 1963. Applicant: JOSEPH S. 
TRIGLIA, 1 West Elizabeth Street, Del- 
mar, Del. Applicant’s attorney: M. 
Bruce Morgan, 804 Warner Building, 501 
13th Street NW., Washington 4, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Wooden 
agricultural commodity containers, from 
points in Nansemond County, Va., and 
Wicomico County, Md., to points in Flor¬ 
ida (except Dade, Broward, Hardee, 
Hillsborough, Lee, Collier, and Alachua 
Counties), Georgia, North Carolina, and 
South Carolina. 

HEARING: May 10,1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 26739 (Sub-No. 33), filed No¬ 
vember 20, 1962. Applicant: CROUCH 
BROS., INC., Transport Building, St. 
Joseph, Mo. Applicant’s attorney: Clar¬ 
ence D. Todd, 1825 Jefferson Place NW., 
Washington 6, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 


vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, and those injurious or contaminat¬ 
ing to other lading), (1) between Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., and Maryville, Mo., from 
Chicago, over U.S. Highway 66 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 52, thence 
over U.S. Highway 52 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 51, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 51, to its junction with Illinois 
Highway 92, thence over Illinois High¬ 
way 92, to Rock Island, Ill., thence over 
city streets through Rock Island and 
Moline, Ill., and the Davenport, Iowa, 
Commercial Zone, to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 61, thence over U.S. Highway 61 to 
its junction with Iowa Highway 92, 
thence over Iowa Highway 92 to Wash¬ 
ington, Iowa, thence over Iowa Highway 
1 to Fairfield, Iowa, thence over U.S. 
Highway 34 to Ottumwa, Iowa, thence 
over U.S. Highway 63 to Bloomfield, 
Iowa, thence over Iowa Highway 2 to 
Bedford, Iowa, thence over Iowa High¬ 
way 148 to the Iowa-Missouri State line, 
thence over Missouri Highway 27 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 71, and 
thence over U.S. Highway 71, to Mary¬ 
ville, and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, and (2) 
between Maryville, Mo., and Omaha, 
Nebr., from Maryville, over U.S. Highway 
71 to its junction with Iowa Highway 2, 
thence over Iowa Highway 2 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 59, thence over 
U.S. Highway 59 to Emerson, Iowa, 
thence over U.S. Highway 34 to Glen- 
wood, Iowa, and thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 275, to Omaha, and return over the 
same route serving no intermediate 
points. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: May 27, 1963, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before Ex¬ 
aminer Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 30209 (Sub-No. 12), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 26, 1963. Applicant: JOHN 

O’SHEA, INC., Foot of Birch Street, 
Ridgefield Park, N.J. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar 
Street, New York 6, N.Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Merchandise such as is 
dealt in by wholesale, retail and chain 
grocery and food business houses, be¬ 
tween the warehouse site of John Sexton 
& Co. at Englewood, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Rock¬ 
land, Orange, Westchester, Nassau, Suf¬ 
folk, Sullivan, Ulster, Putnam, and 
Dutchess Counties, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper¬ 
ations are to be under contract with John 
Sexton & Co. 

HEARING: June 4, 1963, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 30378 (Sub-No. 54), filed 
March 18, 1963. Applicant: ASSOCI¬ 
ATED TRANSPORTS, INC., P.O. Box 85, 
Hazelwood, Mo. Applicant’s attorney: 
James N. Clay, HI, 2111 Sterick Build¬ 
ing, Memphis, Term. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo- 
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tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (a) New automobiles, new 
trucks, new chassis, and parts and ac¬ 
cessories incidental to the vehicles being 
transported, in initial and secondary 
movements, in truckaway and driveaway 
service, from the plant site of the Ford 
Motor Company at or near Claycomo, 
Mo., to points in Texas on and north of 
U.S. Highway 380 and on and west of 
U.S. Highway 283, and (b) farm trac¬ 
tors, with or without attachments, and 
parts and accessories incidental to the 
vehicles being transported, from the 
plant site of the Ford Motor Company 
at or near Claycomo, Mo., to points in 
Texas on and north of U.S. Highway 380 
and on and west of U.S. Highw T ay 283, 
and damaged and rejected shipments of 
the above-specified commodities, on re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING: May 3, 1963, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Examiner W. Elliott Nefflen. 

No. MC 31600 (Sub-No. 543), hied 
March 19, 1963. Applicant: P. B. MU- 
TRIE MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., Calvary Street, Waltham, Mass. 
Applicant’s attorney: H. C. Ames, Jr., 
Transportation Building, Washington 
6, D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cement, 
(1) between points in Connecticut, (2) 
between points in Maine, (3) between 
points in Massachusetts, (4) between 
points in New Hampshire, (5) between 
points in New Jersey, (6) between points 
in New York, (7) between points in 
Rhode Island, and (8) between points in 
Vermont. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be restricted to shipments having a 
prior movement by rail or water. 

HEARING: May 7, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Jer¬ 
ry F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 52054 (Sub-No. 23), filed 
November 29, 1982. Applicant: S. & C. 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 65 
State Street, South Hutchinson, Kans. 
Applicant’s attorney: James F. Miller, 
500 Board of Trade Building, Kansas 
City 5, Mo. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Mineral mixtures, in packages, contain¬ 
ers and blocks, in mixed shipments with 
salt, from Hutchinson, Kans. and points 
within five (5) miles thereof, to points 
in Arkansas, Kansas, Minnesota, Ne¬ 
braska, Oklahoma, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Wyoming, points in Colorado on 
and east of a line beginning at the 
Wyoming-Colorado State line, and 
thence extending along U.S. Highway 85 
to junction unnumbered highway near 
Larkspur, Colo., thence along unnum¬ 
bered highway to junction Colorado 
Highway 105 at or near Palmer Lake, 
Colo., thence along Colorado Highway 
105 via Monument, Colo., to junction 
U.S. Highway 85, thence along U.S. 
Highway 85 to junction Colorado High¬ 
way 165 near Crow, Colo., thence along 
Colorado Highway 165 to junction un¬ 
numbered highway at or near Crow, 
Colo., thence along unnumbered high¬ 
way to junction U.S. Highway 85, 


thence along U.S. Highway 85 to junc¬ 
tion unnumbered highway (formerly 
portion U.S. Highway 85), thence along 
unnumbered highway through Aguilar, 
Colo., to junction U.S. Highway 85, 
and thence along U.S. Highway 85 to 
the Colorado-New Mexico State line, 
points in Curry, Bernalillo, Mora, 
Santa Fe, Colfax, Harding, Los 
Alamos, Taos, Quay, Guadalupe, Union, 
San Miguel, Torrance, and Rio Arriba 
Counties, N. Mex., and points in Coch¬ 
ran, Bailey, Randall, Roberts, Crosby, 
Swisher, Potter, Sherman, Wichita, 
Lubbock, Castro, Oldham, Dallam, Cot¬ 
tle, Hall, Gray, Ochiltree, Yoakum, 
Dickens, Briscoe, Carson, Hansford, 
Floyd, Collingsworth, Hartley, Foard, 
Kent, Terry, Motley, Childress, Wheeler, 
Lipscomb, Lamb, Armstrong, Hutchin¬ 
son, Wilbarger, Lynn, Hale, Donley, 
Moore, Hockley, Parmer, Deaf Smith, 
Hemphill, Hardeman, and Garza Coun¬ 
ties, Tex., and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified), 
used in transporting the above-specified 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: May 29, 1963, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 56082 (Sub-No. 48), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 25, 1963. Applicant: DAVIS & 
RANDALL, INC., Chautauqua Road, 
Fredonia, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
Kenneth T. Johnson, Bank of James¬ 
town Building, Jamestown, N.Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wine, from New 
York, N.Y., and Jersey City and Newark, 
N.J., to points in Ohio, and empty con¬ 
tainers or other such incidental facili¬ 
ties (not specified) used in transporting 
the above-specified commoditiy, on re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING: June 5, 1963, at 346 

Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 56082 (Sub-No. 49), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 25, 1963. Applicant: DAVIS & 
RANDALL, INC., Chautauqua Road, 
Fredonia, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
K. T. Johnson, Bank of Jamestown 
Building, Jamestown, N.Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages and adver¬ 
tising materials, from Milwaukee, Wis., 
and Peoria, Ill., to points in New York 
and Pennsylvania, and empty containers 
or other such incidental facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the above 
described commodities, on return. 

HEARING: June 5, 1963, at 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before*Ex¬ 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 61403 «Sub-No. 85), filed Jan¬ 
uary 25, 1963. Applicant: THE MASON 
AND DIXON TANK LINES, INC., East¬ 
man Road, Kingsport, Tenn. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: W. C. Mitchell, 140 
Cedar Street, New York 6, N.Y. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Mead 
County, Ky., and Louisville, Ky., to points 
in Indiana and Illinois. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 


HEARING: May 27, 1963, at 1:00 p.m., 
at the Kentucky Hotel, Walnut Street at 
Fifth, Louisville, Ky., before Joint Board 
No. 1, or if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 70272 (Sub-No. 24), filed No¬ 
vember 22, 1962. Applicant: KING VAN 
LINES, INC., 6800 East Kellogg, Wich¬ 
ita, Kans. Applicant’s attorney: W. T. 
Brunson, 419 Northwest Sixth Street, 
Oklahoma City 3, Okla. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, and 
Texas on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Arizona, California, and 
New Mexico. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations as a broker, MC 
12392. 

HEARING: June 5, 1963, at the Hotel 
Lassen, Wichita, Kans., before Examiner 
Lyle C. Fanner. 

No. MC 88003 (Sub-No. 3), filed March 
1, 1963. Applicant: HOWARD G. 

SLAUGHTER, doing business as 
SLAUGHTER BEVERAGE TRANS¬ 
PORT, R.D. No. 1, Townsend, Del. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: L. Merrill Simp¬ 
son, 4631 Harcourt Road, Baltimore 
14, Md. Authority sought to operate as 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Al¬ 
coholic beverages, from points in New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Mary¬ 
land, and Delaware, to points in Kent 
and Sussex Counties, Del., and empty 
beverage containers, on return. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: June 6, 1963, in Room 
321-B, U.S. Custom House Building, Sec¬ 
ond and Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, 
Pa., before Examiner Harry M. Shoo- 
man. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 450) (COR¬ 
RECTION), filed August 6, 1962, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of March 
20, 1963, and republished this issue to 
show correct hearing information. Ap¬ 
plicant: WATKINS MOTOR LINES, 
INC., Albany Road, Thomasville, Ga. 
Applicant’s attorney: Duane W. Acklie, 
605 South 12th Street, Lincoln, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meat and 
packinghouse products, as described by 
the Commission in Appendix I, 61 M.C.C. 
209 from Luverne, Minn., and Sioux City, 
Iowa, to points in Colorado, Connecti¬ 
cut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, 
and Washington, D.C. RESTRICTION: 
The service at Sioux City, Iowa, re¬ 
stricted to the movement of traffic from 
the plant site of Sioux City Dressed Pork 
Company moving in mixed loads with 
traffic originating at Luverne, Minn. 

HEARING: April 25, 1963, at the 
Sheraton-Warrior Hotel, Sioux City 
Iowa, before Examiner J. Thomas 
Schneider. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 484) (COR¬ 
RECTION), filed December 12, 1962, 
published Federal Register issue of 
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March 20, 1963, and republished this is¬ 
sue to show correct hearing information. 
Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR LINES 
INC., Albany Road, Thomasville, Ga. 
Applicant’s attorney: Duane W. Acklie, 
First National Bank Building, Omaha, 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat and 
packinghouse products, as described by 
the Commission in Appendix I, 61 M.C.C. 
209, (1) from points in Iowa (except Ce¬ 
dar Rapids, Davenport, Des Moines, Fort 
Dodge, Glenwood, Sioux City, Spencer, 
and Waterloo), to points in Alabama, 
(2) from points in Iowa (except Des 
Moines, Glenwood, Mason City, Spencer, 
Storm Lake and Waterloo), to points in 
Florida, (3) from points in Iowa (ex¬ 
cept Cedar Rapids, Davenport, Des 

Moines, Fort Dodge, Glenwood, Sioux 
City, Spencer, and Waterloo), to points 
in Georgia, (4) from points in Iowa (ex¬ 
cept Cedar Rapids, Davenport, Des 

Moines, Dubuque, Ottumwa, Sioux City, 
and Waterloo), to points in North Caro¬ 
lina, and (5) from points in Iowa (ex¬ 
cept Cedar Rapids, Davenport, Des 

Moines, Dubuque, Fort Dodge, Glenwood, 
Ottumwa, Sioux City, Spencer, and Wa¬ 
terloo) , to points in South Carolina. 

HEARING: April 23, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton-Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner J. Thomas Schneider. 

No. MC 102982 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
March 3,1963. Applicant: GEORGE W. 
KUGLER, INC., P.O. Box 511, Clear¬ 
field, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: John 
P. McMahon, 44 East Broad Street, Co¬ 
lumbus 15, Ohio. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber, pallets, crates, boxes and 
wood products, from points in Clearfield 
County, Pa., to points in Ohio, Michigan, 
New Jersey, and New York, and returned 
shipments of the commodities specified 
above, and materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture, packaging and sale 
thereof, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper¬ 
ations will be performed under continuing 
contracts with Penn Lumber Products of 
Clearfield, Pa., and with Max Forcey, Jr., 
of Woodland, Pa. 

HEARING: May 9, 1963, at the offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
JohnB. Mealy. 

No. MC 105275 (Sub-No. 27), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 24, 1963. Applicant: W. T. 

BYRNS MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 646 
Coffeen Street, Watertown, N.Y. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Francis E. Barrett, Jr., 
7 Water Street, Boston 9, Mass. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, and 
except Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined in Practices of 
Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), between Massena, N.Y., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the port 
of entry on the international boundary 
line between the United States and Can¬ 
ada at or near Rooseveltown, N.Y. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

No. 65-6 


HEARING: June 11, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 106278 (Sub-No. 19) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed December 11, 1962, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of 
March 20,1963, amended March 26, 1963, 
and republished as amended this issue. 
Applicant: E. B. LAW AND SON, INC., 
P.O. Box 1381, Las Cruces, N. Mex. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: William J. Lippman, 
1824 R Street NW., Washington 9, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Helium, in bulk, in 
shipper-owned and government-owned 
vehicles, from points in Moore, Potter, 
and Randall Counties, Tex., to points in 
New Mexico, and empty shipper-owned 
and government-owned tank vehicles, on 
return. The purpose of this amendment 
is to add “in bulk” to the commodity 
description and to substitute the terri¬ 
torial description above in lieu of that 
previously published. 

HEARING: . Remains as assigned 
May 3, 1963, at the New Mexico State 
Corporation Commission, Santa Fe, N. 
Mex., before Joint Board No. 33, or if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner Leo A. Riegel. 

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. 263) filed 
March 11, 1963. Applicant: ALTER- 
MAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 65, Allapattah Station, Miami 42, 
Fla. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Candy 
and confectionery, and related advertis¬ 
ing and promotional material, when 
moving with shipments of candy and 
confectionery, from Hcrshey, Pa., to 
points in Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee. 

HEARING: May 13, 1963, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Parks M. Low. 

No. MC 108053 (Sub-No. 48), filed Jan¬ 
uary 7, 1963. Applicant: LITTLE AU¬ 
DREY’S TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, INC., P.O. Box 709, Fremont, 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Kansas City, Kans., to Den¬ 
ver, Colo., Omaha, Nebr., St. Joseph, Mo., 
and points in Iowa. 

HEARING: May 31, 1963, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 109263 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
March 10, 1963. Applicant: TRIO 

MOTOR LINES, INC., 604 Gates Avenue, 
Brooklyn 21, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
Edward M. Alfano, 2 West 45th Street, 
New York 36, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: New furniture, uncrated and crated, 
from Webster, Mass., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Virginia, 
and returned, rejected and damaged 
shipments of the above-described com¬ 
modities, from the above specified desti¬ 
nation points to Webster, Mass. 


Note : Applicant states the service proposed 
herein will be restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of crated and uncrated furniture in the 
same vehicle and at the same time. “All 
duplicating authority to be eliminated.” 

HEARING: May 9, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
James A. McKiel. 

No. MC 110941 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 25, 1963. Applicant: DIODATO 
VILLANI AND DOMINIC LELLO, a 
partnership, doing business as VILLANI 
BROS. TRUCKING, 107 South Wood 
Avenue, Linden, N.J. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Charles J. Williams, 1060 Broad 
Street, Newark 2, N.J. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mottr 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Scrap iron, scrap steel and scrap 
tin plate, from Queens and Brooklyn, 
New York, N.Y., to Kearny, Newark, 
Sewaren, South Amboy, Trenton, Bur¬ 
lington, Florence, Bordentown, and Cam¬ 
den, N.J. 

Note: Applicant states it holds identical 
authority to that sought restricted to trans¬ 
portation in “dump vehicles.” The purpose 
of this application is to remove that re¬ 
striction. 

HEARING: June 6, 1963, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 111138 (Sub-No. 34), filed 
March 19, 1963. Applicant: COLONIAL 
& PACIFIC FRIGIDWAYS, INC., Storm 
Lake, Iowa. Applicant’s attorney: J. 
Max Harding, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat by-products and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in appendix I, 61 
M.C.C. 209, from Perry, Iowa, to points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Da¬ 
kota, Texas, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming, and only empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified) used in transporting the com¬ 
modities specified above, on return. 

HEARING: April 24, 1963, at the Con¬ 
rad Hilton Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before 
Examiner Lawrence A. Van Dyke, Jr. 

No. MC 112020 (Sub-No. 194), filed 
February 19, 1963. Applicant: COM¬ 
MERCIAL OIL TRANSPORT, INC., 1030 
Stayton Street, Fort Worth, Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vegetable oils, ani¬ 
mal fats, and products and blends of 
vegetable oils and animal fats, (1) from 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee, and (2) from points in Ala¬ 
bama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mis¬ 
sissippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Tennessee, to Memphis, Tenn. 

Note : Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: June 7, 1963, at the Clar- 
idge Hotel, Memphis, Tenn., before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 113106 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
February 19, 1963. Applicant: KEN¬ 
NETH K. ZECHMAN AND HARRY E. 
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ZECHMAN, a partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as BLUE DIAMOND COMPANY, 
4401 E. Fairmount Avenue, Baltimore 24, 
Md. Applicant’s representative: Ber¬ 
nard N. Gingerich, Quarryville, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Fertilizer, 
from Whiteford, Md., to points in Dela¬ 
ware. 

HEARING: May 8, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Joint Board 
No. 40. 

No MC 114384 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 21, 1963. Applicant: JOSEPH W. 
TAYLOR, 422 East 10th Street, New 
York, N.Y. Applicant’s reperesentative: 
Charles H. Tray ford, 220 East 42d Street, 
New York 17, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities dealt in or used by 
International Business Machines, mov¬ 
ing to or from places of manufacture, 
use or display, and to be used only for 
the purposes of display, civic programs, 
educational programs, expositions, pro¬ 
motional enterprises, and other cor¬ 
porate uses, between New York, N.Y., 
points in Westchester County, N.Y., and 
Hudson, Essex, and Passaic Counties, 
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Massachustetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Deleware, Maryland, Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be under a continuing contract with 
International Business Machines of 590 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

HEARING: June 6,1963, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 45), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1963. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INC., 719 Buder Building, 
707 Market Street, St. Louis, Mo. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Charcoal, charcoal 
briquettes, and commodities used in the 
manufacture thereof, between Belle, Mo., 
and points within ten (10) miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, and Wisconsin. 

Note: Applicant states that it also proposes 
to transport exempt commodities. 

HEARING: May 10, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Laurence E. Masoner. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
January 29, 1963. Applicant: WEST¬ 
ERN TRANSPORT CO., INC., 2400 Cold 
Springs Road, P.O. Box 7346, Fort 
Worth, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: 
Regan Sayers, Century Life Building, 
Fort Worth 2, Tex. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Dry fertilizer and dry fertilizer 
materials, (a) in bulk, from Moore 
County, Tex., to points in Oklahoma and 
Kansas, (b) from Dallas, Tex., to points 
in Arkansas and Oklahoma, (c) in con¬ 
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tainers, from Tulsa, Okla., to points in 
New Mexico, and (d) from El Dorado, 
Ark., to points in Oklahoma, New Mexico, 
and Texas (except Houston, Tex. and 
points within 50 miles thereof), (2) feed 
grade urea, (a) in containers, from 
Pryor, Okla., to points in New Mexico, 
and (b) from El Dorado, Ark., to points 
in Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Texas 
(except Dallas, Fort Worth, and Hous¬ 
ton, Tex.), and (3) potash from points 
in Lea and Eddy Counties, N. Mex., to 
points in Oklahoma and empty contain¬ 
ers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
commodities described in (1), (2), and 
(3) above and damaged and rejected 
shipments thereof, on return. 

HEARING: June 10, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, 200 NW. 4th, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., before Examiner Leo M. 
Pellerzi. 

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 26), filed 
March 4, 1963. Applicant: CHEM- 

HAULERS, INC., P.O. Box 245 Sheffield, 
Ala. Applicant’s attorney: Walter Har¬ 
wood, Nashville Bank & Trust Building, 
Nashville 3, Tenn. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquefied petroleum gases, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Albertville, Ala., to 
points in Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

HEARING: May 13, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Raymond V. Sar. 

No. MC 116325 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
March 8, 1963. Applicant: JENNINGS 
BOND, doing business as BOND ENTER¬ 
PRISES, P.O. Box 185, Lutesville, Mo. 
Applicant’s attorney: Herman W. Huber, 
101 East High Street, Jefferson City, Mo. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wooden poles, and 
posts, piling, blocking, skids, squares, 
crating, lumber and lumber products, 
wooden pallets, pallet bins, boxes and 
pallet materials, from points in Bollinger 
and Wayne Counties, Mo., to points in 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Oklahoma, and 
damaged, refused, and rejected ship¬ 
ments, exempt commodities, and empty 
containers or other such incidental 
facilities (not specified), used in trans¬ 
porting the commodities specified above, 
on return. 

HEARING: May 23, 1963, at the Pick- 
Mark Twain Hotel, St. Louis, Mo., before 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 116325 (Sub-No. 11), filed 
March 8, 1963. Applicant: JENNINGS 
BOND, doing business as BOND ENTER¬ 
PRISES, P.O. Box 185, Lutesville, Mo. 
Applicant’s attorney: Herman W. Huber, 
101 East High Street, Jefferson City, Mo. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Wooden 
poles and posts, piling, blocking, skids, 
squares, crating, lumber and lumber 
products, wooden pallets, pallet bins, 
boxes, and pallet materials, from points 
in Bollinger and Wayne Counties, Mo., 
to points in Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin, 
Kentucky, and Tennessee, and damaged, 
refused, and rejected shipments, exempt 
commodities, and only empty containers 


or other such incidental facilities (not 
specified), used in transporting the com¬ 
modities specified, above, on return. 

HEARING: May 23, 1963, at the Pick- 
Mark Twain Hotel, St. Louis, Mo., before 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 77), filed De¬ 
cember 9, 1962. Applicant: WILLIS 
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., Elm 
Springs, Ark. Applicant’s attorneys: 
John H. Joyce, 26 North College, Fay¬ 
etteville, Ark. and A. Alvis Layne, Penn¬ 
sylvania Building, Washington 4, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Kansas City, Kans., to Denver, Colo., 
Omaha, Nebr., St. Joseph, Mo., and 
points in Iowa. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: May 31, 1963, at the Park 
East Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., before 
examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 82), filed 
February 28, 1963. Applicant: WILLIS 
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., Elm 
Springs, Ark. Applicant’s attorneys: 
A. Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania Building, 
Washington 4, D.C. and John H. Joyce. 
26 North College, Fayetteville, Ark. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Boxes, fiberboard 
(paper boxes), other than corrugated, 
knocked down fully flat, from Baltimore, 
Md., to Fayetteville, Ark. 

HEARING: May 13,1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Harry M. Shooman. 

No. MC 117826 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 15, 1963. Applicant: ANTON 

GASSON, doing business as A. GASSON 
& CO., 136 83d Street, Brooklyn 9, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: Herman B. J. 
Weckstein, 1060 Broad Street, Newark 2. 
N.J. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas . 
from Port Newark, N.J., to ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada at 
or near Derby Line and Richford, Vt. 

HEARING: June 3,1963, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 118917 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 4, 1963. Applicant: AGRICUL¬ 
TURAL DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., 689 
Reynolds Road, Lakeland, Fla. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Warren Woods, 1111 E 
Street NW., Washington 4, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Phosphatic feed 
supplements, in bags and in bulk, from 
Bonnie and Tampa, Fla., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Arizona, California, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Mississippi, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: May 8, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 119422 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
January 28, 1963. Applicant: EE-JAY 
MOTOR TRANSPORTS, INC., 15th and 
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Lincoln, East St. Louis, Ill. Applicant’s 
attorney: Joseph H. Goldenhersh, 406 
Missouri Avenue, East St. Louis, Ill. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lime and lime 
products, from points in Sainte Gene¬ 
vieve County, Mo., to points in Illinois. 

HEARING: May 24, 1963, at the Pick- 
Mark Twain Hotel, St. Louis, Mo., before 
Joint Board No. 135, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 123634 (Sub-No. 1) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed January 28, 1963, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue March 
20, 1963, amended March 26, 1963, and 
republished as amended this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: S. KLEIN TRUCKING CORP., 
6 Union Square, New York, N.Y. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Arthur J_. Piken, 160-16 
Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica 32, N.Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General depart¬ 
ment store merchandise and returned, 
refused and rejected shipments of the 
above specified commodities, between the 
sites of S. Klein Department Stores, 
Inc., warehouses, storage facilities, and 
stores, subsidiary corporations and con¬ 
cessionaires located at New York, 
Yonkers, East Farmingdale, Commack, 
and West Hempstead, N.Y., Newark, 
Woodbridge, and Wayne, N.J., Philadel¬ 
phia and points in Marple Township, Pa., 
Greenbelt, Md. and Boston, Mass. 

Note: Applicant states that it does not 
seek any duplication of authority. The pur¬ 
pose of this republication is to add the note 

above. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned April 
24, 1963, at the Governor Clinton Hotel, 
31st and 7th Avenue, New York, N.Y., 
before Examiner Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 124070 (Sub-No. 2) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION) , filed March 18, 1963, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of 
March 27, 1963 with error in number, 
republished this issue to show correct 
number. Applicant: CHEMICAL HAUL¬ 
ERS, INC., 5723 Kennedy Avenue, Ham¬ 
mond, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: 
Howell Ellis, Suite 616-618 Fidelity 
Building, 111 Monument Circle, Indian¬ 
apolis 4, Ind. This republication is for 
the purpose of showing the correct MC 
number (as above). It was printed in 
the previous issue as MC 124270 (Sub- 
No. 2). 

HEARING: Remains as assigned April 
5, 1963, in Room 852, U.S. Customs 
House, 610 South Canal Street, Chicago, 
Ill., before Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 52), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1963. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
620 South 29th Street, Milwaukee 46, 
Wis. Applicant’s attorney: James R. 
Ziperski (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Dry com¬ 
modities, in bulk, from Louisville, Ky., 
to points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Missouri, Ohio, Tennessee, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Virginia. 

Note: Applicant is also authorized to con¬ 
duct operations as a contract carrier in 


Permit 113832 and subs; therefore, dual 
operations may be involved. 

HEARING: May 31, 1963, at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel, Walnut Street at 5th, Louis¬ 
ville, Ky., before Examiner Leo M. Pel- 
lerzi. 

No. MC 124095 (Sub-No. 1) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed October 26, 1962, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register March 13, 
1963, republished March 27, and repub¬ 
lished this issue to show correct number. 
Applicant: JOSEPH BLALAZS, doing 
business as J. BALAZS TRANSPORT, 
RR. 2, Brantford, Ontario, Canada. 
Applicant’s attorney: Thomas J. Run- 
fola, 631 Niagara Street, Buffalo 1, N.Y. 
The purpose of this republication is to 
show the correct MC number (as above). 
It was printed in the previous issue as 
124295 (Sub-No. 1). 

HEARING: Remains as assigned May 
6, 1963, at the Hotel Buffalo, Washing¬ 
ton and Swan Streets, Buffalo, N.Y. be¬ 
fore Examiner James I. Carr. 

No. MC 124576 (Sub-No. 1) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed December 3, 1962, pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of 
March 20, 1963, amended March 27, 
1963, and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: WILLIAMS TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC., Belle Fourche, 

5. Dak. Applicant’s attorney: Val M. 
Higgins, 1000 First National Bank Build¬ 
ing, Minneapolis 2, Minn. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Materials, equipment 
and supplies normally used, bought and 
sold by retail and wholesale lumber 
yards , between points in South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Minnesota, and Wyoming. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
erations will be for the account of Lam- 
pert Lumber Company. The purpose of 
this republication is to add Wyoming to 
(1) above and to delete (2) of the original 
application. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned May 

6, 1963, at the Sheraton Johnson Hotel, 
Rapid City, S. Dak., before Examiner 
J. Thomas Schneider. 

No. MC 124858 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1963. Applicant: AUBREY J. 
SHELTON, 2107 East Broadway, West 
Memphis, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: R. 
Connor Wiggins, Jr., Sterick Building, 
Memphis 3, Term. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Agricultural implements and ma¬ 
chinery and component parts and at¬ 
tachments thereof, from the plant site 
of The Ferguson Manufacturing Co. lo¬ 
cated at Suffolk, Va., to points in Ar¬ 
kansas, Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Tennessee* Missouri, Kentucky, Texas, 
Oklahoma, Kansas, Wisconsin, Minne¬ 
sota, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Wyoming, Colorado, Iowa, Nebraska, 
Illinois, and New Mexico, and empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities (not specified) used in transport¬ 
ing the commodities, specified above, on 
return. 

HEARING: June 4, 1963, at the 
Claridge Hotel, Memphis, Term., before 
Examiner Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 125013, filed January 11, 1963. 
Applicant: WILLIAM H. TAYLOR, doing 


business as TAYLOR & TAYLOR, 1012 
Arch Street, Norristown, Pa. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Jerome H. Harwitz, 522 
Swede Street, Norristown, Pa. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sand, gravel, rocks 
and brick from points in New Jersey, to 
points in Montgomery, Bucks, Delaware, 
Philadelphia, and Chester Counties, Pa. 

HEARING: June 3, 1963, in Room 321- 
B, U.S. Custom House Building, Second 
and Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., 
before Examiner Harry M. Shooman. 

No. MC 125048 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 5, 1963. Applicant: ANGELO J. 
MUSTO, 1128 Seventh Avenue, Schenec¬ 
tady, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: James 
J. Drislane, 42 North Pearl Street, 
Albany 7, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bananas (1) from Weehawken, N.J., 
to Schenectady, N.Y., and (2) between 
New York, N.Y., and Schenectady, N.Y. 

HEARING: June 13, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 125097 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 5, 1963. Applicant: S. & C. 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 5 East 16th 
Street, New York 20, N.Y. Applicant’s 
representative: William D. Traub, 10 
East 40th Street, New York 16, N.Y. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Knitwear and 
yarn, between New York, N.Y., and 
Elizabeth, N.J. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be for the account of Bobbie Brooks, 
Inc. 

HEARING: May 10,1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Joseph A. Reilly. 

No. MC 125109, filed February 20, 1963. 
Applicant: EUGENE B. KIMBALL, U.S. 
Route 44, Millerton, N.Y. Applicant’s 
attorney: John J. Brady, Jr., 75 State 
Street, Albany 7, N.Y. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cattle, (other than ordi¬ 
nary) (show cattle), between points in 
New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
Maryland, Illinois, New Jersey, Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: June 10, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Albany, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 125126, filed February 27, 1963. 
Applicant: ERNEST A. KROESSLER 
TRUCKING CORP., 927 77th Street, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New 
York 6, N.Y. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Steel wool and soap products, be¬ 
tween the plant site of Brillo Manufac¬ 
turing Company, Brooklyn, N.Y., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Passaic, Bergen, Essex, Union, Hudson 
and Middlesex Counties, N.J., and points 
in Westchester County, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations as a common carrier in Certificate 
17061; therefore, dual operations may be in- 
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volved. Applicant states the proposed oper¬ 
ations will be under contract with Brillo 
Manufacturing Company. 

HEARING: June 7,1963, at 346 Broad¬ 
way, New York, N.Y., before Examiner 
Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 125131, filed March 1, 1963. 
Applicant: ALBERT BUTCHER AND 
LEON BUTCHER, a partnership, doing 
business as BUTCHER BROS. TRUCK¬ 
ING, 1816 Northwest Fairway, Bartles¬ 
ville, Okla. Applicant’s attorney: Ger¬ 
ald R. Preston, Jr., Suite 838-840 Price 
Tower, Bartlesville, Okla. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fertilizer and feed and 
other farm products, and empty contain¬ 
ers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
above-described commodities, between 
Bartlesville, Okla., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Kansas, Mis¬ 
souri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, and 
New Mexico. 

HEARING: June 12, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, 200 Northwest 4th, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla., before Examiner Leo 
M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 125137, filed March 3, 1963. 
Applicant: GEORGE W. TRESSLER, 
doing business as LAUREL MOUNTAIN 
MOTORS, Jennerstown, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Nathaniel A. Barbera, Somer¬ 
set, Pa. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wrecked 
and disabled motor vehicles, by tow 
truck, (1) from points in Pennsylvania 
to Washington, D.C., and (2) from points 
in Maryland and West Virginia to Som¬ 
erset Pa 

HEARING: May 14,1963, in the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Samuel Shoup. 

No. MC 125138, filed March 4, 1963. 
Applicant: R. T. SHAW, doing business 
as SHAW TRUCKING CO., Route No. 1, 
Ninnekah, Okla. Applicant’s attorney: 
Walt Allen, 116 North Fourth Street, 
Chickasha, Okla. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Salt, wire, twine, fertilizer, oyster 
shells, and seeds, from Houston, Grand 
Saline, and Galveston, Tex., to points 
in Grady, Canadian, Kingfisher, Garfield, 
Grant, Alfalfa, Woods, Woodward, Ma¬ 
jor, Ellis, Dewey, Blaine, Roger Mills, 
Custer, Caddo, Washita, Beckham, and 
Harper Counties, Okla. 

Note: Applicant states that it proposes to 
transport wheat, corn, oats, general farm 
products (presently exempt commodities), 
on return. 

HEARING : June 13, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, 200 Northwest Fourth, 
Oklahoma City, Okla., before Joint Board 
No. 16, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate before Examiner Leo 
M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 125143, filed March 4, 1963. 
Applicant: ALMA M. McCULLOCH, do¬ 
ing business as McCULLOCH’S SADDLE 
AND SPUR HAULAWAY, Highway 60 
West, Paducah, Ky. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: R. Connor Wiggins, Jr., 710 Sterick 
Building, Memphis, Term. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 


by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Mobile homes, between 
points in the United States. 

HEARING : June 5, 1963, at the 
Claridge Hotel, Memphis, Tenn., before 
Examiner Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 125148, filed March 4, 1963. 
Applicant: JOHN A. JOHNSON AND 
JAMES G. JOHNSON, a partnership, 
doing business as JOHNSON’S TOWING 
SERVICE, Route 6, Dickson City, Pa. 
Applicant’s attorney: John J. Dempsey, 
Jr., Suite 1200, Miners National Bank 
Building, Wilkes-Barre, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Wrecked and dis¬ 
abled motor vehicles and components of 
combinations thereof, by towing, from 
points in New York, New Jersey, Dela¬ 
ware, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Ver¬ 
mont, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
Maine, Maryland, Virginia, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, Ken¬ 
tucky, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and West 
Virginia, to points in Lackawanna, 
Luzerne, and Susquehanna Counties, Pa., 
and (2) nondisabled replacement motor 
vehicles and components of combinations 
thereof, by towing, from points in Lacka¬ 
wanna, Luzerne, and Susquehanna 
Counties, Pa., to points in New York, 
New Jersey, Delaware, Connecticut, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, Maine, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and 
West Virginia. 

HEARING: June 7, 1963, in Room 
321-B, U.S. Custom House Building, 
Second and Chestnut Streets, Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., before Examiner Harry M. 
Shooman. 

No. MC 125158, filed March 7, 1963. 
Applicant: ALBERT SC ALETTE, INC., 
14 Wanaque Avenue, Pompton Lakes, 
N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Herman B. 
J. Weckstein, 1060 Broad Street, Newark 
2, N.J. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Stone and 
bituminous concrete, from Pompton 
Lakes and Irvington, N.J., to points in 
the New York, N.Y., Commercial Zone, 
and returned and refected commodities, 
on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
erations are to be under a continuing con¬ 
tract with Passaic Crushed Stone Co., Inc., 
of Irvington, N.J. 

HEARING: May 29, 1963, in Room 
212, State Office Building, 1100 Raymond 
Boulevard, Newark, N.J., before Exam¬ 
iner Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 125159, filed March 4, 1963. 
Applicant: MARSHALL BUTANE, INC., 
Textile Avenue, Albertville, Ala. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Walter Harwood, 515 
Nashville Bank and Trust Building, 
Nashville 3, Tenn. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Liquefied, petroleum gases, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Albertville, Ala., 
to points in Alabama, Georgia, Tennes¬ 
see, North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

HEARING: May 13, 1963, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 


sion, Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Raymond V. Sar. 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No. MC 3647 (Sub-No. 333), filed Sep¬ 
tember 18, 1962. Applicant: PUBLIC 
SERVICE COORDINATED TRANS¬ 
PORT, 180 Boy den Avenue, Maplewood, 
N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Richard Fry - 
ling (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express and news¬ 
papers, in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, between Maplewood, N.J., and 
Irvington, N.J., (1) from the junction 
of Chancellor and Springfield Avenues, 
Maplewood, N.J., ov«r Springfield Ave¬ 
nue to junction Springfield and Wash¬ 
ington Avenues, Irvington, N.J., and 
return over the same route, and (2) 
within Irvington, N.J., from the junction 
of Springfield Avenue and Civic Square, 
over Civic Square to the junction of 
Civic Square and Clinton Avenue, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

HEARING: May 27,1963, in Room 212, 
State Office Building, 1100 Raymond 
Boulevard, Newark, N.J., before Joint 
Board No. 3, or, if the Joint Board waives 
its right to participate before Examiner 
Henry A. Cockrum. 

No. MC 3647 (Sub-No. 343), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 26, 1963. Applicant: PUBLIC 

SERVICE COORDINATED TRANS¬ 
PORT, a corporation, 180 Boyden Ave¬ 
nue, Maplewood, N.J. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Richard Fryling (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting : 
Passengers and their baggage, and ex¬ 
press and newspapers, in the same ve¬ 
hicle with passengers, within Cherry Hill 
Township, N.J. (formerly known as Del¬ 
aware Township); from junction Chapel 
Avenue and Haddonfield Road over 
Chapel Avenue to Kings Highway, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

HEARING: June 5,1963, in Room 321- 
B, U.S. Custom House Building, 2d and 
Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 119, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate be¬ 
fore Examiner Harry M. Shooman. 

No. MC 109199 (Sub-No. 4) (AMEND¬ 
MENT) , filed October 2, 1962, published 
Federal Register issue December 5, 
1962, amended February 25, 1963, and 
republished as amended this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: CLYDE B. DIDLAKE, doing 
business as CLYDE’S CHARTER BUS 
SERVICE, 301 Furnace Branch Road, 
East Glen Burnie, Md. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: S. Harrison Kahn, 1110-14 In¬ 
vestment Building, Washington, DC. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in round trip charter op¬ 
erations, beginning and ending at Glen 
Burnie, Md. and points within ten (10) 
miles thereof (exclusive of Baltimore, 
Md.), and extending to points in Maine, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachu- 
’setts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Ohio, Michi- 
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gan, Indiana, Illinois, Georgia, and 
Florida. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to include the additional destination 
States of Georgia and Florida in the author¬ 
ity previously sought. 

HEARING: May 28, 1963, in Room 
709, U.S. Appraisers* Stores Building, 
Gay and Lombard Streets, Baltimore, 
Md., before Examiner Harry M. Shoo- 
man. 

No. MC 109802 (Sub-No. 19), filed Oc¬ 
tober 22, 1962. Applicant: LAKELAND 
BUS LINES, INC., East Blackwell Street, 
Dover, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Ber¬ 
nard P. Flynn, Jr., York-Flynn Building, 
East Blackwell Street, Dover, N.J. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, in the same 
vehicle with passengers. Applicant pro¬ 
poses that its certificate be changed as 
follows: Where its present certificates 
now read Borough of Manhattan, New 
York, New York, that the New York 
termini be changed to read: New York, 
New York, and further, between points 
and upon routes presently certificated to 
be served, to and from New York, New 
York, via Routes U.S. 46 and U.S. Route 
80 and the George Washington Bridge, 
serving no point not presently certifi¬ 
cated to be served. 

HEARING: June 10, 1963, in Room 
212, State Office Building, 100 Raymond 
Boulevard, Newark, N.J., before Exam¬ 
iner Harry M. Shooman. 

No. MC 125074, filed February 4, 1963. 
Applicant: GEO F. GRAVES TRUCK 
SERVICE, INC., 509 Harrison Avenue, 
Harrison, N.J. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Av¬ 
enue, Jersey City 6, N.J. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, between Harrison, N.J., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Connecticut on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 44, points in New York on and south 
of U.S. Highway 20 and on and east of 
New York Highway 13, and points in 
Pennsylvania on and east of Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 14 and on and east of 
U.S. Highway 111. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera¬ 
tions will be under continuing contract with 
Radio Corporation of America, Electron Tube 

Division. 

HEARING: May 29, 1963, in Room 212, 
State Office Building, 1100 Raymond 
Boulevard, Newark, N.J., before Exam¬ 
iner Henry A. Cockrum. 

Application for Brokerage Licenses 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 12604 (Sub-No. 3), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 12, 1963. Applicant: TALMAGE 
TOURS, INC., Benjamin Franklin Hotel, 
Philadelphia, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: 
S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733 Investment 
Building, Washington, D.C. For a 
license (BMC 5) to engage in operations 
85 a broker at Philadelphia, Pa., in ar¬ 
ranging for transportation in interstate 
°r foreign commerce, by motor vehicle, 
°f Passengers and their baggage, in con¬ 


ducted tours, between points in the 
United States. 

HEARING: June 4, 1963, in Room 
321-B, U.S. Custom House Building, 2d 
and Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., 
before Joint Board No. 65, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Harry M. Shooman. 

No. MC 12744 (Sub-No. 1) (CORREC¬ 
TION), filed February 19, 1963, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of March 
27, 1963, and republished this issue. 
Applicant: CHRISTIAN H. SHENK AND 
HELEN E. R. SHENK, doing business as 
RIDGEWAY TOURS, 126 North Queen 
Street, Lancaster, Pa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Robert H. Griswold, P.O. Box 
432, Harrisburg, Pa. Notice of the filing 
of this application was published in the 
Federal Register, issue of March 27, 
1963. Such notice failed to show Harris¬ 
burg, Pa., as the city and state in which 
the hearing would be held. The correct 
hearing information is as follows: 

HEARING: May 1, 1963, at the Penn¬ 
sylvania Public Utilities Commission, 
Harrisburg, Pa., before Joint Board No. 
65, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
William A. Royall. 

No. MC 12851, filed February 25, 1963. 
Applicant: SUE B. CRAFTON, doing 
business as CRAFTON’S TRAVEL BU¬ 
REAU, 446 McKean Avenue, Donora, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Paul N. 
Barna, Seventh and McKean Avenue, 
Donora, Pa. For a license (BMC 5) to 
engage in operations as a broker, at 
Donora, Pa., in arranging for transporta¬ 
tion by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, of passengers and 
their baggage, both as individuals and 
in groups, for pleasure, educational and 
sightseeing trips in charter and special 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in Washington, Fayette, Greene, 
and Westmoreland Counties, Pa., and 
extending to points in the United States. 

HEARING: May 29,1963, at the Penn¬ 
sylvania Public Utilities Commission, 
Harrisburg, Pa., before Joint Board No. 
65, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate before Examiner Harry M. 
Shooman. 

No. MC 12852, filed February 27, 1963. 
Applicant: OKLAHOMA TOURS, INC., 
1206 Exchange, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Applicant’s attorney: Max G. Morgan, 
443 American National Building, Okla¬ 
homa City 2, Okla. For a license (BMC 
5) to engage in operations as a broker at 
Oklahoma City, Okla. in arranging for 
transportation by motor vehicle, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, of passengers 
and their baggage between points in the 
United States, including Alaska. 

HEARING: June 11, 1963, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, 200 Northwest Fourth, 
Oklahoma City Okla., before Joint Board 
No. 88, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate before Examiner Leo 
M. Pellerzi. 

Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Has Been Elected 

♦ MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 17000 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 18, 1963. Applicant:. E. M. AND 
JAMES M. ADCOX, a partnership, doing 
business as HOHENWALD TRUCK 


LINE, 14 East Main Street, Hohenwald, 
Tenn. Applicant’s attorney: Clarence 
Evans, Third National Bank Building, 
Nashville 3, Tenn, Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except 

articles of unusual value, Classes A and 
B explosives (livestock, used household 
goods, commodities in bulk and those 
requiring special equipment), from Ho- 
henwald, Tenn. to junction Tennessee 
Highways 100 and 48; from Hohenwald 
over Tennessee Highway 48 to junction 
Tennessee Highways 100 and 48, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving no 
intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only in 
connection with applicant’s regular- 
route operations. 

No. MC 29120 (Sub-No. 64), filed 
March 13, 1963. Applicant: WILSON 
STORAGE AND TRANSFER CO., a Cor¬ 
poration, 1500 “I” Avenue, Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of of unusual 
value, livestock, Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment, and 
those injurious or contaminating to other 
lading); between Sterling and Rock 
Falls, Ill., on the one hand, and, on the 
other Estherville and Spencer, Iowa, as 
an alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only, serving no intermediate 
points: (a) from Sterling and Rock 
Falls over U.S. Highway 30 to junction 
with Illinois Highway 78, thence over 
Illinois Highway 78 to junction with U.S. 
Highway 20, thence over U.S. Highway 
20 to junction with U.S. Highway 169 
near Fort Dodge, Iowa, thence over U.S. 
Highway 169 to junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 18 near Algona, Iowa, thence over 
U.S. Highway 18 to Spencer, and return 
over the same route; and (b) from junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 18 and Iowa High¬ 
way 17 over Iowa Highway 17 to Esther¬ 
ville, and return over the same route. 

Note: Applicant states that Joinder is 
sought with existing authority at Sterling 
and Rick Falls, Ill., Spencer and Estherville, 
Iowa, and at the junction of U.S. Highway 
18 and Iowa Highway 17. 

No. MC 59894 (Sub-No. 34) filed March 
12, 1963. Applicant: TEXAS-ARIZONA 
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 1700 East Sec¬ 
ond Street (P.O. Box 1034), El Paso 
99, Tex. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, commodities injurious or contam¬ 
inating to other lading, and Classes A 
and B Explosives), (1) between Freeport, 
Tex., and Rosenburg, Tex.; from Free¬ 
port over Texas Highway 36 to Rosen¬ 
burg, and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating convenience 
only, and (2) between Eagle Lake, Tex., 
and Gonzales, Tex.; from Eagle Lake 
over U.S. Alternate 90 to Gonzales, and 
return over the same route, serving no 
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intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. 716), filed 
March 18, 1963. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 501 Grantley Road, 
York, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Harold 
G. Hernly, 711 Fourteenth Street NW., 
Washington 5, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Petroleum lubricating oil and grease, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Coraopolis, 
Pa., to points in Boone and Logan Coun¬ 
ties, W. Va. 

No. MC 106657 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 13, 1963. Applicant: MACHIN¬ 
ERY & MATERIALS CORPORATION, 
P.O. Box 93, Franklin Grove, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. L. Jordan, 201- 
2 Merchants Savings Building, 7 South 
Sixth Street, Terre Haute, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a cdmmon 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Sand, and (2) 
empty containers and other such inci¬ 
dental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting sand, between Lansing, Ill., 
and Trenton, Mich. 

No. MC 109881 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
March 22, 1963. Applicant: STERNS 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 277, Brad¬ 
ley Beach, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: 
Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar Street, New 
York 6, N.Y. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, and those injurious or contami¬ 
nating to other lading), between points 
in Wall Township, Monmouth County, 
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Monmouth, Middlesex, and 
Ocean Counties, N.J. 

Note: Applicant states that it presently is 
authorized to serve points in Monmouth, 
Middlesex, and Ocean Counties, N.J., and is 
merely seeking to add a new service point, 
Wall Township, N.J., where the principal 
terminal of the applicant is located. Appli¬ 
cant is not seeking authority to perform any 
service it is not already authorized to pro¬ 
vide. 

No. MC 110157 (Sub-No. 19), filed 
March 18, 1963. Applicant: C. M. LANG 
AND C. R. GIVENS, a partnership, doing 
business as LANG TRANSIT COM¬ 
PANY, 38th Street and Quirt Avenue, 
P.O. Box 1625, Lubbock, Tex. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), (1) between Nazareth, Tex., 
and Bovina, Tex.; from Nazareth over 
Texas Highway 86 to Bovina, and return 
over the same route, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only; and (2) be¬ 
tween Friona, Tex., and Needmore, Tex.; 
from Friona over Texas Highway 214 to 
Needmore, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 


an alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 54), filed 
March 19, 1963. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
620 South 29th Street, Milwaukee 46, 
Wis. Applicant’s attorney: James R. 
Ziperski (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lubricat¬ 
ing oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Milwaukee, Wis., to Rockford, Ill. 

Note: Applicant is also authorized to con¬ 
duct operations as a contract carrier in Per¬ 
mit MC 113832 and subs thereunder, there¬ 
fore dual operations may be involved. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 55), filed 
March 20, 1963. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
620 South 29th Street, Milwaukee 46, 
Wis. Applicant’s attorney: James R. 
Ziperski (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Dry ce¬ 
ment, in bulk and in packages, from 
Charleston, W. Va., to points in Law¬ 
rence, Elliott, Morgan, Magoffin, John¬ 
son, Martin, Floyd, and Pike Counties, 
Ky., points in Buchanan and Tazewell 
Counties, Va., and points in West 
Virginia. 

Note: Applicant is also authorized to con¬ 
duct operations as a contract carrier in Per¬ 
mit MC 113832 and subs thereunder; there¬ 
fore dual operations may be involved. 

No. MC 125110, filed February 25,1963. 
Applicant: STEVE A. WARGA, doing 
business as CITY DRAY LINE, 285 No. 
Lake Avenue, Phillips, Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment) , between Phillips, Wis., and Pren¬ 
tice, Wis.: from Phillips over Wisconsin 
Highway 13 to Prentice, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points. 

Note: Applicant states the transportation 
service proposed herein may be performed 
for Minnesota Wisconsin Truck Line, St. 
Paul. Minn. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 

No. MC 29861 (Sub-No. 3), filed March 
13, 1963. Applicant: GRAY COACH 
LINES, LIMITED, 1900 Yonge Street, 
Toronto 7, Canada. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: James E. Wilson, Perpetual Build¬ 
ing, 1111 E Street NW., Washington 4, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express and mail, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, 
between Buffalo, N.Y., and port of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada 
at Lewiston-Queenston Bridge located 
approximately two (2) miles south of 
Lewiston, N.Y.; from Buffalo over Inter¬ 
state Highway 190 to the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada at the Queenston Bridge, lo¬ 
cated approximately two (2) miles south 


of Lewiston, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points. 

Note: Applicant states service over the 
foregoing alternate route is for operating 
convenience only in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s presently authorized operations be¬ 
tween Buffalo and points in Ontario with 
no service at intermediate points, and serv 
ice at the International Boundary between 
the United States and Canada at the Lewis¬ 
ton-Queenston Bridge is limited to joinder 
with applicant’s Canadian routes and such 
incidental service as is necessary to allow 
its customers to clear customs and to meet 
immigration requirements. 

No. MC 45626 (Sub-No. 49), filed 
March 15, 1963. Applicant: VERMONT 
TRANSIT CO., INC., 135 St. Paul Street, 
Burlington, Vt. Applicant’s attorney: 
L. C. Major, Jr., 2001 Massachusetts Ave¬ 
nue NW., Washington 6, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, and express and newspapers, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, including 
the right to join with or tack intersecting 
routes over which carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to operate, and with the routes 
of connecting carriers, seasonal between 
June 15 and September 15, between 
Cambridge, Vt., and St. Albans, Vt.; 
from Cambridge over Vermont Highway 
104 to St. Albans, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points. 

No. MC 109780 (Sub-No. 64), filed 
March 14, 1963. Applicant: TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL BUS SYSTEM, INC., 
315 Continental Avenue, Dallas, Tex. 
Applicant’s attorney: C. Zimmerman, 
P.O. Box 730, Wichita 1, Kans. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage and express and news¬ 
papers, in the same vehicle wtih pas¬ 
sengers, between the Kansas-Oklahoma 
State line and Oklahoma City, Okla.; 
from the Kansas-Oklahoma State line on 
Interstate Highway 35, thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 35 to Oklahoma City, and 
return over the same route, serving the 
intermediate points of Blackwell, Perry, 
and Guthrie, Okla. 

Applications for Brokerage Licenses 
MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 12742 (Sub-No. 1), filed March 
5, 1963. Applicant; HERMAN WAL¬ 
LACE WILCOX, doing business as HER¬ 
MAN W. WILCOX, TRAVEL AGENCY, 
211 Depot Street, Boone, N.C. For a 
license (BMC 5) to engage in operations 
as a broker, at Boone, N.C., in arranging 
for transportation in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, beginning 
and ending at Boone, N.C., and points 
within 50 miles thereof, and extending 
to points in Virginia, Florida, New York, 
and the District of Columbia. 

No. MC 12849, filed February 21, 1963. 
Applicant:. JACK M. FISHER, doing 
business as EAST TEXAS TRAVEL 
TOURS, 2821 Lee Street, Greenville, 
Tex. Applicant’s attorney: Roland 
Boyd, McKinney, Tex. For a license 
(BMC 5) to engage in operations as a 
broker at Greenville, Tex., in arranging 
for transportation in interstate or for- 
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eign commerce, by motor vehicles, of 
•passengers and their baggage , in the 
same vehicle with passengers, in groups, 
in tours, beginning and ending at Green¬ 
ville, McKinney, Commerce, and Sulphur 
Springs, Tex., and points within 10 miles 
of each of these cities, and extending to 
points in the United States. 

Notice of Filing of Petitions 

No MC 43038 (Sub-No. 407 and Sub- 
No. 415) (PETITION FOR MODIFICA¬ 
TION OF EXISTING CERTIFICATES 
PURSUANT TO THE REPORT AND 
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION IN 
DOCKET NO. MC-C-3024). Petitioner: 
COMMERCIAL CARRIERS, INC., Rom¬ 
ulus, Mich. Petitioner’s attorney: Louis 
E. Smith, 111 Monument Circle, Indi¬ 
anapolis 4, Ind. Petitioner is authorized 
in Certificate No. MC 43038 (Sub-No. 
407) , to transport, among other things, 
new automobiles, in initial movements, 
in truckaway service, from Detroit, 
Mich., and 5 miles of Detroit, to all points 
in Florida, and new automobiles, in ini¬ 
tial movements, from Willow Run, Mich., 
to all points in Florida. Petitioner is 
also authorized in Certificate No. MC 
43038 (Sub-No. 415), among other 
things, to transport new automobiles and 
new trucks, in initial movements, in 
truckaway service, from Detroit, Mich., 
and points within 10 miles of Detroit, to 
all points in Nevada, Colorado, Wyoming, 
Idaho, Washington, California, Utah, 
and Oregon; also, from Warren Town¬ 
ship, Macomb County, Mich., to points 
in Utah; also, new automobiles from 
Willow Run in Wasatonaw County, 
Mich., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo¬ 
ming; also from Los Angeles, Calif., to 
points in Utah. In view of the Report 
of the Commission of October 15, 1962, 
in No. MC-C-3024, National Automobile 
Transporters Association Petition for 
Declaratory Order (wherein provision is 
made for modification of existing au¬ 
thorities under certain conditions), the 
holder of the above-described operating 
authority by-petition, filed January 11, 
1963, requests the Commission modify its 
Sub 407 and Sub 415 certificates to in¬ 
clude the following additional operating: 
(1) In its Sub 407 certificate, the right 
to transport new automobiles and trucks, 
by the truckaway method, in secondary 
movements, from points in Florida to 
Points in Florida, and from points in 
Alabama and Georgia to points in Flor¬ 
ida; and (2) In its Sub 415 certificate, 
the right to transport both automobiles 
and trucks , by the truckaway method, in 
secondary movements, between all points 
in the states of California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. Any person or per¬ 
sons desiring to participate in this pro¬ 
ceeding may file replies to said petition 
(original and fourteen (14) copies each) 
within 45 days from the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 

No. MC 88300 (PETITION FOR MODI¬ 
FICATION OF CERTIFICATE PURSU¬ 
ANT TO REPORT IN MC-C-3024), filed 
January 17, 1963. Petitioner: DIXIE 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, P.O. Box 217, 
Whitley City, Ky. Petitioner’s attorney: 
Walter N. Bieneman, 2150 Guardian 


Building, Detroit 26, Mich. Petitioner 
holds authority in Certificate No. MC- 
88300 to transport automobiles and 
trucks from named manufacturing ori¬ 
gins in Michigan to destinations in 
Florida and Georgia, except for certain 
named counties in Georgia. In view of 
the Report of the Commission of Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1962, in No. MC-C3024, Na¬ 
tional Automobile Transporters Associa¬ 
tion Petition for Declaratory Order 
(wherein provisions are made for modifi¬ 
cation of existing authorities under cer¬ 
tain conditions), the holder of the 
above-described operating authority by 
petition, filed January 17, 1963, requests 
the Commission modify its certificate in 
MC-88300 to authorize it to perform 
service as follows: “Automobiles and 
trucks, in secondary movements, in 
truckaway service, from points in 
Georgia and Florida to all points in 
Florida, and those in Georgia (except 
those in Towns, White Hall, Gwinnett, 
Rockdale, DeKalb, Clayton, Fayette, 
Coweta, Heard, Carroll, Douglas, Fulton, 
Cobb, Forsyth, Dawson, Lumpkin, Union, 
Fannin, Gilmer, Pickens, Cherokee, 
Paulding, Haralson, Polk, Bartow, Gor¬ 
don, Murray, Whitfield, Cotoosa, Dade, 
Walker, Chattoga, Floyd, and Henry 
Counties, Ga.). RESTRICTION: Serv¬ 
ice shall be restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at Detroit, Mich., and having an im¬ 
mediately prior movement by rail.” Any 
person or persons desiring to participate 
in this proceeding may file replies to said 
petition (original and fourteen (14) cop¬ 
ies each) within 45 days from the date 
of this publication in the Federal 
Register. 

No. MC 115212 (PETITION FOR IN¬ 
TERPRETATION AND TO DISMISS 
APPLICATION), filed March 20, 1963. 
Petitioner: H. M. H. MOTOR SERVICE, 
a corporation, P.O. Box 472, Jamesburg, 
N.J. Petitioner’s attorney: Morton E. 
Kiel, 140 Cedar Street, New York 6, N.Y. 
Petitioner is authorized in MC 115212, 
MC 115212 (Sub-No. 1), and MC 115212 
(Sub-No. 6) TA, to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in by re¬ 
tail women’s and children’s ready-to- 
wear apparel stores, and in connection 
therewith, supplies and equipment used 
in the conduct of such business, between 
New York, N.Y., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Flor¬ 
ida, Alabama, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, and Illinois, and from New 
York, N.Y., to points in Mississippi, for 
the account of Diana Stores Corporation. 
Because of the shipper’s addition of new 
items not directly related to wearing ap¬ 
parel, the scope of petitioner’s authority 
has been questioned. In order to con¬ 
tinue operations, petitioner has filed, in 
conjunction with this petition, a new ap¬ 
plication in MC 115212 (Sub-No. 9). 
This application seeks authority to 
transport such commodities as are dealt 
in by retail chain stores, loose, in open 
containers and in packages, in mixed 
lots with wearing apparel on hangers, 
and in connection therewith, supplies 
and equipment used in the conduct of 
such business, between the points named 
above. By the instant petition, peti¬ 


tioner requests the Commission issue an 
order interpreting the aforesaid permits 
of petitioner by finding that petitioner 
is authorized to transport all commodi¬ 
ties dealt in by retail women’s and chil¬ 
dren’s ready-to-wear apparel stores un¬ 
der Permits MC 115212 and MC 115212 
(Sub-No. 1). Upon issuance of such an 
order, petitioner requests the applica¬ 
tion filed with the Commission seeking 
an amendment of commodity description 
be dismissed. Any person or persons de¬ 
siring to participate in this proceeding, 
may, within 30 days from the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register, file 
an appropriate pleading. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carriers 
of property or passengers under sections 
5(a) and 210a(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and certain other proceed¬ 
ings with respect thereto (49 CFR 
1.240). 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F-7497 (INDUSTRIAL 
TRANSIT, INC. — CONTROL AND 
MERGER — INDUSTRIAL TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC.; DEALERS TRANSIT, 
INC. — PURCHASE (PORTION) —IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRANSIT, INC.), published 
in the April 13, 1960, issue of the Fed¬ 
eral Register on page 3196, as corrected 
in the May 18, 1960, issue on page 4413. 
By amendment to the application filed 
March 19, 1963, authority sought (1) for 
C & J COMMERCIAL DRIVEAWAY CO., 
INC., 1905 West Mount Hope Avenue, 
Lansing, Mich, (in lieu of INDUSTRIAL 
TRANSIT, INC., a new corporation, con¬ 
trolled by C & J COMMERCIAL DRIVE¬ 
AWAY CO., INC.), to acquire control of 
INDUSTRIAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2221 
Williams Street, Lansing, Mich., through 
purchase of capital stock, (2) for the 
merger into the former (in lieu of the 
new corporation) of the operating rights 
and property of the latter (and no por¬ 
tion of the operating rights would be sold 
to DEALERS TRANSIT, INC.), and (3) 
for AUTOMOBILE CARRIERS, INC.*, 
3401 North Dort Highway, Flint, Mich., 
and, in turn, WALTER F. CAREY and 
BERT B. BEVERIDGE, both of 3401 
North Dort Highway, Flint, Mich., to 
acquire control of the operating rights 
and property through the transaction. 
C & J COMMERCIAL DRIVEAWAY CO., 
INC., is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Michigan, Kentucky, 
Ohio, Tennessee, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Wis¬ 
consin, and the District of Columbia. 

No. MC-F-8366 (JERRY K. MAR¬ 
CUS—PURCHASE (PORTION)—HAR¬ 
VEY R. SHIPLEY & SONS, INC.) pub¬ 
lished in the March 6, 1963, issue of the 
Federal Register on page 2219. Amend¬ 
ment to the application filed March 25, 
1963, to substitute W. & M. TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., Lakeland, Fla., 
in lieu of JERRY K. MARCUS, doing 
business as W. & M. TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., Clearbrook, Va., and to show 
joinder of JERRY K. MARCUS, RAY- 
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MOND L. MARCUS, SR., Clearbrook, 
Va., and TOWNSEND C. MARCUS, 
Ranson, W. Va., as persons in control of 
W. & M. TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. 

No. MC-F-8393. Authority sought 
for purchase by OVERNITE TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, 1100 Ninth 
Street Road, P.O. Box 1216, Richmond, 
Va., of the operating rights and property 
of RUTHERFORD FREIGHT LINES, 
INCORPORATED, 200-236 Pierce Street, 
P.O. Box 511, Bristol, Va., and for acqui¬ 
sition by J. HARWOOD COCHRANE, 
also of Richmond, Va., of control of such 
rights and property through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorney: William T. 
Croft, 940 Federal Bar Building, 1815 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. Operat¬ 
ing rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, excepting, among 
others, household goods and commodities 
in bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes, between Kingsport, Tenn., and 
Bristol, Tenn.-Va., between Bristol, 
Tenn.-Va., and Richmond, Va., between 
Bristol, Tenn.-Va., and Clinchport, Va., 
between Bristol, Tenn.-Va., and Norton, 
Va., between Bristol, Tenn.-Va., and 
North Holston, Va., between Bristol, 
Tenn.-Va., and Bluefield, W. Va., be¬ 
tween Greensboro, N.C., and Bristol, 
Tenn.-Va., serving certain off-route 
points, between Johnson City, Tenn., 
and Bristol, Tenn.-Va., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, between Bristol, Tenn.- 
Va., and Rock Hill, S.C., restricted to 
shipments originating at or destined to 
points other than Louisville, Ky., or 
those in the territory bounded by a line 
beginning at Duluth, Minn., and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 61 to St. Paul, 
Minn., thence along the east bank of the 
Mississippi River to Cairo, Ill., thence 
along the north bank of the Ohio River 
to Pittsburgh, Pa., thence along a line 
extending from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Buf¬ 
falo, N.Y., and thence along the U.S. 
shore of the Great Lakes to point of 
beginning, including certain points in 
Virginia, Tennessee, and North Carolina, 
serving certain intermediate points, be¬ 
tween Greensboro, N.C., and Raleigh and 
Erwin, N.C., serving no intermediate 
points, between Rossville, Ga., and 
Bristol, Va., serving all intermediate and 
certain off-route points, between Cov¬ 
ington, Va., and High Point, N.C., be¬ 
tween Greensboro, N.C., and Burlington, 
N.C., serving all intermediate points, be¬ 
tween Kingsport, Tenn., and Knoxville, 
Tenn., between Bluefield, W. Va., and 
Christianburg, Va., serving no interme¬ 
diate points, between Hillsville, Va., and 
junction Virginia Highways 100 and 101 
near Pulaski, Va., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points, between Marion, Va., and 
Mount Airy, N.C., serving certain inter¬ 
mediate points, between Kingsport, 
Tenn., and New Canton, Tenn., serving 
no intermediate points, over an alternate 
route for operating convergence only; 
general commodities, between Atlanta, 
Ga., and Chattanooga, Tenn., serving all 
intermediate points and certain off- 
route points; books, from Kingsport, 
Tenn., to Norfolk, Va., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points except those between 
Petersburg and Norfolk, Va.; general 
commodities, with exceptions as specified 
above, over irregular routes, between 


Bristol, Va., and Bristol, Tenn., and 
points within five miles of Bristol, Va.- 
Tenn.; rayon and celanese yarn, from 
Covington, Va., to points in North Caro¬ 
lina and South Carolina. Vendee is au¬ 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
in Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Georgia, and Tennessee. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8394. Authority sought for 
control by ATLAS TRUCK LINE, INC., 
9520 Easthaven Boulevard, P.O. Box 
60427, Houston 17, Tex., of HEAVY 
HAULERS, INC., 1810 Dragon Street, 
P.O. Box 267, Dallas 21, Tex., and for 
acquisition by H. K. SPECK and REX 
L. COOPER, both of Houston, Tex., of 
control of HEAVY HAULERS, INC., 
through the acquisition by ATLAS 
TRUCK LINE, INC. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney: Jerry Prestridge, P.O. Box 858, 
Austin 65, Tex. Operating rights sought 
to be controlled: Machinery, equipment, 
materials, and supplies, used in, or in 
connection with, the discovery, develop¬ 
ment, production, refining, manufacture, 
processing, storage, transmission, and 
distribution of natural gas and petro¬ 
leum and their products and byproducts, 
and machinery, equipment, materials, 
and supplies, used in, or in connection 
with, the construction, operation, repair, 
servicing, maintenance, and dismantling 
of pipe lines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof, as a common carrier 
over irregular routes, between points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla¬ 
homa, and Texas; machinery, equip¬ 
ment, materials, and supplies, used in, 
or in connection with, the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production, refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and the distribution of natural gas 
and petroleum, and their products and 
byproducts, and machinery, materials, 
equipment, and supplies, used in, or in 
connection with the construction, opera¬ 
tion, repair, servicing, maintenance, and 
dismantling of pipe lines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, except 
in connection with main pipe lines, be¬ 
tween points in Kansas and Oklahoma, 
between Fort Worth, Tex., and points in 
Texas within 250 miles of Fort Worth, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Lea and Eddy Counties, N. Mex.; 
structural steel, metal castings, reinforc¬ 
ing rods, and machinery, materials, sup¬ 
plies, and equipment, incidental to, or 
used in, the construction, development, 
operation, and maintenance of facilities, 
for the discovery, development, and pro¬ 
duction of natural gas and petroleum, 
between Fort Worth, Tex., and points in 
Texas within 250 miles of Fort Worth, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Oklahoma, those in that part 
of Louisiana west of U.S. Highway 71, 
and north of Louisiana Highway 6, and 
those in that part of Arkansas south of 
U.S. Highway 67 and west of Arkansas 
Highway 35 and U.S. Highway 167, in¬ 
cluding points on the indicated portions 
of the highways specified; structural 
steel, metal castings, and reinforcing 
rods, between Fort Worth, Tex., and 
points in Texas within 250 miles of Fort 
Worth, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, those in Lea and Eddy Counties, 


N. Mex.; oil field equipment, between 
Fort Worth, Tex., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, oil well locations in Kansas; 
machinery, equipment, materials, and 
supplies, used in, or in connection with, 
the discovery, development, production 
refining, manufacture, processing, stor¬ 
age, transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and byproducts, and machin¬ 
ery, equipment, materials, and supplies, 
used in, or in connection with the con¬ 
struction, operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe 
lines, including the stringing and picking 
up thereof, except the stringing and 
picking up of pipe in connection with 
main pipe lines, between points in Texas, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and 
Montana; electrical transformers and 
electrical-transformer coils and cases, 
between points in Texas, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana within 125 miles of Texarkana, 
Tex., including Texarkana; steel water 
tanks, and materials and supplies used 
in the construction of steel water tanks, 
between points in Texas, Oklahoma, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, and New Mexico; 
liquefied gas tanks, gasoline tanks and 
machinery, minimum weight 10,000 
pounds for each tank or machine, be¬ 
tween points in Texas, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Louisiana, 
Arkansas, and Mississippi; machinery, 
equipment, materials, and supplies, used 
in, or in connection with, the discovery, 
development, production, refining, man¬ 
ufacture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum, and their products and by¬ 
products, and machinery, equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in or in con¬ 
nection with the construction, operation, 
repair, servicing, maintenance, and dis¬ 
mantling of pipe lines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof except 
in connection with main or truck pipe 
lines, between points in Oklahoma, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in North Dakota on and west of North 
Dakota Highway 30, and those in South 
Dakota west of the Missouri and on and 
north of U.S. Highway 14; pipe, other 
than pipe used in, or in connection with 
the discovery, development, production, 
refining, manufacture, processing, stor¬ 
age, transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and byproducts, including pipe 
connections, couplings, or fittings, when 
moving in connection therewith, from 
Lone Star and Bond, Tex., to points in 
Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Oklahoma, and Texas; machinery, 
equipment, materials, and supplies, used 
in, or in connection with the construc¬ 
tion, operation, repair, servicing, main¬ 
tenance, and dismantling of pipelines, 
other than pipelines used for the trans¬ 
mission of natural gas, petroleum, their 
products and byproducts, water, or sew¬ 
erage, restricted to the transportation 
of shipments moving to or from pipeline 
rights of way, between points in Arkan¬ 
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, 
and Texas, between points in Kansas and 
Oklahoma, between points in Texas, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Mon- 
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tana, and between points in Oklahoma, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in North Dakota, on and west of 
a line beginning at the U.S.-Canada 
boundary line and extending along North 
Dakota Highway 30 to junction unnum¬ 
bered highway, at Lehr, N. Dak., thence 
along unnumbered highway to Ashley, 
N. Dak., and thence along North Dakota 
Highway 3 to the North Dakota-South 
Dakota State line, and points in South 
Dakota west of the Missouri River and on 
and north of U.S. Highway 14. ATLAS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., is authorized to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier in Texas, 
Louisiana, Kansas, Oklahoma, Arkansas, 
and Mississippi. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8395. Authority sought for 
purchase by DEATON TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 3409 10th Avenue North, Birming¬ 
ham 1, Ala., of a portion of the operat¬ 
ing rights of EDWARD DARBY LAV¬ 
ENDER, doing business as LAMBERT- 
MARKS EXPRESS, P.O. Box 387, Marks, 
Miss., and for acquisition by DEATON 
TRUCK LINE, Livingston, Ala., and in 
turn by EDWIN M. SELLERS, and 
DOROTHY S. SELLERS, both of Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants' at¬ 
torneys: A. Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington 4, D.C., and Ed¬ 
ward G. Grogan, Commerce Title Build¬ 
ing, Memphis 3, Tenn. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over a regular 
route, between Memphis, Tenn., and 
Savage, Miss., serving certain inter¬ 
mediate and off-route points. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in Alabama, Georgia, Florida, 
South Carolina, North Carolina, Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missouri, 
New Mexico, Colorado, and Kansas. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8396. Authority sought for 
purchase by FERNSTROM STORAGE 
AND VAN COMPANY, 5600 North River 
Road, Rosemont, HI., Mailing address: 
P.O. Box 8801, Chicago 66, Ill., of the 
operating rights of BALLARD STOR¬ 
AGE & TRANSFER CO., 16 East Fourth 
Street, St. Paul 1, Minn., and for acquisi¬ 
tion by ROBERT W. FERNSTROM, 644 
Spring Road, Glenview, Ill., of control 
of such rights through the purchase. 
Applicants’ attorney: Donald A. Morken, 
1000 First National Bank Building, Min¬ 
neapolis 2, Minn. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Household 
Qoods, as defined in Practices of Motor 
Common Carriers of Household Goods, 
p M.C.C. 467, as a common carrier over 
irregular routes, between points in Min¬ 
nesota, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in California, Oregon, 
Washington, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, and 
Nevada, and between points in Colorado, 
Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Maryland, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, 
C>hio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Dakota, Tennessee, Vir- 
No. 65-7 


ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia. Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier 
in Michigan, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, New 
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Mary¬ 
land, West Virginia, Virginia, Kentucky, 
Delaware, Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Missouri, Nebraska, Iowa, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and the District 
of Columbia. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F-8398. Authority sought for 
purchase by DEATON TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 3409 10th Avenue North, Birming¬ 
ham 1, Ala., of a portion of the operating 
rights of POPLARVILLE TRUCK LINE, 
INC., P.O. Box 293, Poplarville, Miss., and 
for acquisition by DEATON TRUCK 
LINE, Livingston, Ala., and in turn by 
EDWIN M. SELLERS and DOROTHY 
S. SELLERS, both of Birmingham, Ala., 
of control of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: A. 
Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania Building, 
Washington 4, D.C., and William H. 
Stewart, P.O. Box 308, Poplarville, Miss. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: General commodities, excepting, 
among others, commodities in bulk, but 
not excepting household goods, as a com¬ 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, be¬ 
tween Poplarville, Miss., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Louisiana, 
within 200 miles of Poplarville. Vendee 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Alabama, Georgia, Florida, 
South Carolina, North Carolina, Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri, New Mexico, 
Colorado, Kansas, and Arkansas. Appli¬ 
cation has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8399. Authority sought for 
consolidation into HOLMES TRANS¬ 
PORTATION SERVICE, INC., 56 Pine 
Street, Manchester, N.H., of the operat¬ 
ing rights and property of ALVIN R. 
HOLMES, doing business as HOLMES 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE and/or 
JONES EXPRESS, 214 Shrewsbury 
Street, Worcester, Mass., TAYLOR’S 
EXPRESS CO., 23 Maple Street, Haver¬ 
hill, Mass., and NEWBURGH TRANS¬ 
FER, INC., 4 John street, Newburgh, 
N.Y., and for acquisition by ALVIN R. 
HOLMES, also of Worcester, Mass., of 
control of such rights and property 
through the transaction. Applicants’ 
attorney: Kenneth B. Williams, 111 
State Street, Boston 9, Mass. Operating 
rights sought to be consolidated: 
(ALVIN R. HOLMES, doing business as 
HOLMES TRANSPORTATION SERV¬ 
ICE and/or JONES EXPRESS) General 
commodities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes, between Twin Mountain, N.H., 
and Franklin and Concord, N.H., be¬ 
tween Manchester, N.H., and Keene, 
N.H., serving certain off-route points, 
between Auburn, Mass., and New Lon¬ 
don, Conn., between Hopkinton, R.I., 
and New London, Conn., between Staf¬ 
ford Springs, Conn., and Willimantio, 
Conn., serving all intermediate points, 
between Fitchburg, Mass., and Athol, 
Mass., serving the off-route point of 
Gardner, Mass., between Webster, Mass., 


and Willimantio, Conn., serving certain 
intermediate and off-route points; gen¬ 
eral commodities, except those of un¬ 
usual value, and except dangerous ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com¬ 
modities in bulk, solid fuel and petroleum 
products in tank trucks, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lading, 
between Worcester, Mass., and Concord, 
N.H., between Worcester, Mass., and 
Manchester, N.H., between Worcester, 
Mass., and White River Junction, Vt., 
between Worcester, Mass., and Keene, 
N.H., between Providence, R.I., and 
Greenfield, Mass., between Providence, 
R.I., and Springfield, Mass., between 
Boston, Mass., and Bridgeport, Conn., 
between Boston, Mass., and Hartford, 
Conn., between Worcester, Mass., and 
Hartford, Conn., between Springfield, 
Mass., and Bridgeport, Conn., between 
Waterbury, Conn., and White River 
Junction, Vt., between Boston, Mass., 
and Bridgeport, Conn., between Man¬ 
chester, N.H., and New Bedford, Mass., 
serving certain off-route points, between 
Boston, Mass., and Norwich, Vt., be¬ 
tween Boston, Mass., and White River 
Junction, Vt., serving all intermediate 
and certain off-route points, and the 
off-route points within 5 miles of Bos¬ 
ton restricted against the pickup and 
delivery of commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment; sprinkler equipment, 
and equipment used or useful in the in¬ 
stallation thereof, over irregular routes, 
from Worcester, Mass., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Maine, Rhode Island, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, those in New Jer¬ 
sey within 15 miles of New York, N.Y., 
and those in New York within 25 miles 
of the Hudson River; equipment, used 
or useful in the installation of sprinkler 
equipment, frpm the above-specified des¬ 
tination territory to Worchester, Mass.; 
airplanes, from Worcester, Mass., to 
Newark, N.J.; milk, in cans, from South 
Royalton, North Thetford, and White 
River Junction, Vt., to Worcester, Mass.; 
empty milk cans, from Worcester, 
Mass., to South Royalton, North Thet¬ 
ford, and White River Junction, Vt.; 
celluloid and plastic articles, from Athol, 
Mass., to points in New York, and New 
Jersey within 20 miles of New York, N.Y., 
and those in Pennsylvania within 20 
miles of Philadelphia, Pa.; carnival 
equipment, from points in Massachu¬ 
setts to points in Connecticut and Rhode 
Island; ski-towing equipment, from 
Worcester, Mass., to points in New 
York, New Hampshire, and Vermont; 
foundry sweepings, from points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts, to New Haven, Conn.; metal 
borings, shavings, and chips, from Clare¬ 
mont, N.H., Worcester, Fitchburg, and 
Athol, Mass., to Chicopee Falls, Mass., 
and New Haven, Conn.; foundry sand, 
from Providence, R.I., to Worcester, 
Mass.; ground frit . from Bayonne, N.J., 
to Gardner, Mass.; paper, from Lincoln 
and Ashland, N.H., to Lowell, Worcester, 
Holyoke, Springfield, Haverhill, Tewks¬ 
bury, Waltham, and Lawrence, Mass., 
from Millers Falls, Mass., to Providence, 
R.I.; groceries, from Boston, Mass., to 
Whitefield, Lancaster, Andover, Bethle¬ 
hem, Lisbon, Littleton, Manchester, N.H., 
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and points in Carroll and Belknap Coun¬ 
ties, N.H.; shipping containers and car¬ 
tons, from Norwich, Conn., to Burling¬ 
ton and Gloucester, Mass., and Man¬ 
chester, N.H.; textile machinery, from 
Oxford, Mass., to Suncook, N.H., from 
Orange, Mass., to Bennington, Vt., Co- 
hoos, N.Y., Pawtucket and Woonsocket, 
R.I., and points in Massachusetts; sup¬ 
plies, materials, and equipment, used or 
useful in constructing, maintaining, and 
repairing power lines, and generating 
and transmitting electric power stations, 
between points in Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, and Rhode Island, between 
points in Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, and Rhode Island, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Barre, Bellows Falls, 
Burlington, Essex Junction, Gilman, In¬ 
wood, Montpelier, Searsburg, Vernon, 
White River Junction, and Wildor, Vt.; 
lunch cars, between points in Connecti¬ 
cut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New York, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont; general commodities, except¬ 
ing, among others, household gofids and 
commodities in bulk, between points in 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecti¬ 
cut, that part of New York, and New 
Jersey within 20 miles of New York, N.Y.; 
(TAYLOR’S EXPRESS CO.) general 
commodities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes, between Boston, Mass., and 
Haverhill, Mass., serving all intermediate 
points, between Boston, Mass., and 
Haverhill, Mass., serving all intermediate 
and certain off-route points, between 
Boston, Mass., and Haverhill, Mass., 
serving all intermediate points and the 
off-route points of Everett, Mass., be¬ 
tween Haverhill, Mass., and Lowell, 
Mass., serving the intermediate point of 
Lawrence, Mass., and certain off-route 
points, between Haverhill, Mass., and 
Lowell, Mass., serving the intermediate 
point of Methuen, Mass., and the off- 
route point of Lawrence, Mass.; general 
commodities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, over irregular routes, between 
Haverhill and Merrimac, Mass., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New Hampshire located in Rockingham 
and Strafford Counties, and in that part 
of Hillsboro County east of New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 13; (NEWBURGH 
TRANSFER, INC.) general commodities, 
excepting, among others, household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
common carrier over regular routes, be¬ 
tween Newburgh, N.Y., and points in 
New Jersey and New York, serving all 
intermediate and certain off-route 
points, between Newburgh, N.Y., and 
Bridgeport, Conn., serving certain in¬ 
termediate points, between Newburgh, 
N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., serving 
certain intermediate and off-route 
points, over an alternate regular route 
for operating convenience only; general 
commodities, with exceptions as speci¬ 
fied above, in truckload lots, over ir¬ 
regular routes, between Newburgh, N.Y., 
and Hartford, Conn.; commodities gen¬ 
erally, except currency, bullion, and 
uncrated household goods, over a reg¬ 
ular route, between Poughkeepsie, N.Y., 
and Albany, N.Y., serving all interme¬ 


diate and certain off-route points. 
HOLMES TRANSPORTATION SERV¬ 
ICE, INC., holds no authority from this 
Commission. However, its controlling 
stockholder, ALVIN R. HOLMES, con¬ 
trols the following motor common car¬ 
riers: TAYLOR’S EXPRESS CO., GAY’S 
EXPRESS, Inc., Bellows Falls, Vt., 
PETROLEUM CARRIERS, INC., 
Worcester, Mass., and NEWBURGH 
TRANSFER, INC. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F-8400. Authority sought for 
purchase by CASSENS TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 473, Edwardsville, 

Ill., of a portion of the operating rights 
of DEALERS TRANSIT, INC., 7701 
South Lawndale Avenue, Chicago 52, 

Ill., and for acquisition by ALBERT 
CASSENS, 302 Banner, Edwardsville, 

Ill., and ARNOLD CASSENS, P.O. Box 
65, Hamel, Ill., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torneys: Mack Stephenson, First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building, Springfield, Ill., 
and James W. Wrape, 2111 Sterick 
Building, Memphis 3, Tenn. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: New 
automotive vehicles, chassis, bodies, 
cabs and automobile show equipment, 
displays, and advertising matter when 
moving with these commodities in initial 
movements in driveaway and truckaway 
service, as a common carrier over irregu¬ 
lar routes, from the site of the Chrysler 
Corporation plant near Valley Park, Mo., 
in St. Louis County, Mo., to points in 
Indiana, Missouri, Tennessee, Iowa, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, and Kansas. Ven¬ 
dee is authorised to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Michigan, Illinois, Indi¬ 
ana, Iowa, Missouri, Wisconsin, Ken¬ 
tucky, Nebraska, Kansas, Ohio, Minne¬ 
sota, Montana, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota. Application has not been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8401. Authority sought for 
purchase by CASSENS TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 473, Edwardsville, 

Ill., of a portion of the operating rights 
and certain property of COMMERCIAL 
CARRIERS, INp., 10701 Middlebelt 
Road., Romulus, Mich., and for acquisi¬ 
tion by ALBERT CASSENS, 302 Banner, 
Edwardsville, Ill., and ARNOLD CAS¬ 
SENS,* P.O. Box 65, Hamel, Ill., of con¬ 
trol of such rights and property through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: 
Mack Stephenson, First National Bank 
Building, Springfield, Ill., and Louis E. 
Smith, 511 Fidelity Building, Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind. Operating rights sought to 
be transferred: Passenger automobiles 
in initial movements in driveaway and 
truckaway service, as a common carrier 
over irregular routes, from the site of the 
Chrysler Corporation Assembly Plant, 
in St. Louis County, Mo., to points in 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Virginia, Califor¬ 
nia, Colorado, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming; automobiles, 
trucks, bodies, cabs and chassis, new, 
used, unfinished, and/or wrecked, re¬ 
stricted to subsequent or secondary 
movements, in truckaway service, from 
Columbia, Ill., to points in Tennessee; 
automobiles, trucks, bodies, cabs, chassis. 


and parts thereof, in secondary move¬ 
ments, restricted to those originating 
at Chrysler Corporation plants, in truck¬ 
away service, from the site of the Chrys¬ 
ler Corporation Assembly Plant, in St. 
Louis County, Mo., to points in Kansas 
and Arkansas, or in the alternative, au¬ 
tomobiles, trucks, bodies, cabs, chassis, 
and parts thereof, restricted to subse¬ 
quent or secondary movements, in truck¬ 
away service, from Columbia, Ill., to 
points in Kansas and Arkansas. Vendee 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Michigan, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Missouri, Wisconsin, Kentucky, 
Nebraska, Kansas, Ohio, Minnesota, 
Montana, North Dakota, and South Da¬ 
kota. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). 

No. MC-F-8402. Authority sought for 
purchase by THE LAKE SHORE MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT COMPANY, 1200 South 
State Street, Girard, Ohio, of the operat¬ 
ing rights of HILLSIDE FREIGHT 
LINES, INC. (SIDNEY W. GINDIN, AS¬ 
SIGNEE) , 1143 East Jersey Street, Eliza¬ 
beth, N.J., and for acquisition by HOW¬ 
ARD J. O’MALLEY, also of Girard, Ohio, 
of control of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: Her¬ 
bert Baker, 50 West Broad Street, Co¬ 
lumbus 15, Ohio, and A. David Miliner, 
1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, N.J. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, excepting, among 
others, household goods and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, as a common carrier over ir¬ 
regular routes, between points in Essex, 
Union, Bergen, Passaic, Hudson, and 
Middlesex Counties, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, New York, N.Y., 
points in Orange, Rockland, Westchester, 
and Nassau Counties, N.Y., that part of 
Pennsylvania east of the Susquehanna 
River, and that part of Connecticut on 
and west of U.S. Highway 5. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car - j 
rier in Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and New York. Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8403. Authority sought 
for purchase by LIBERTY TRANSFER 
COMPANY, INC., 1601 Cuba Street, Bal¬ 
timore, Md., of the operating rights of 
DEB TRUCKING CORP., Building 106, 
Marsh Street, Port Newark, Newark, 
N.J., and for acquisition by W. ELMER 
CONSTANTINE, SR., Nelson Avenue, 
Baltimore, Md., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicant’s at* I 
tomeys: S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733 1 
Investment Building, Washington 5. D.C., I 
and A. David Miliner, 1060 Broad Street. I 
Newark, N.J. Operating rights soughtl 
to be transferred: Frozen eggs, in bar-1 
rels and cans in liquid form, fresh egg* I 
in cases, and empty cans, as a contract I 
carrier over regular routes, between Netf I 
York, N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., serv*! 
ing certain intermediate points; s« c ^| 
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale! 
and retail grocery and food business! 
houses, over irregular routes, between! 
points in Bergen, Hudson, Essex, Passaic I 
Union, Middlesex, Moms, and Somerset! 
Counties, N.J., on the one hand, and, on I 
the other, New York, N.Y., and points in! 
Westchester, Nassau, and Suffolk Coun-| 
ties, N.Y., RESTRICTION: The operation I 
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described immediately above is limited to 
a transportation service to be performed 
under special and individual contracts 
or agreements with persons (as defined 
in section 203(a) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act) who operate wholesale gro¬ 
cery houses, the business of which is the 
sale of food, for the commodities indi¬ 
cated and in the manner specified; 
canned and bottled foods, from Newark, 
N.J., to points in Delaware, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, within 125 miles of Bridgeton 
or Winslow, N.J., and from Bridgeton 
and Winslow, N.J., to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania, and the District of Columbia, 
within 125 miles of Bridgeton and Wins¬ 
low; commodities used or useful in can¬ 
ning and bottling of foods, from New 
York, N.Y., Jersey City, N.J., Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md., to Wins¬ 
low and Bridgeton, N.J.; spices, salt, 

I sugar and glass containers, from Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., to Bridgeton, N.J.; canned 
goods , from Bridgeton, N.J., to Camden, 
N.J., New York, N.Y., Philadelphia, Al¬ 
lentown, Lancaster, Easton, Norristown, 
Pottstown, Pittston, and Chester, Pa., 
I Wilmington, Del., and Baltimore, Md. 
I Vendee is authorized to operate as a con - 
I tract carrier in Maryland, Delaware, 
I New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
I the District of Columbia. Application 
[has been filed for temporary authority 
[under section 210a(b). 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

I No. MC-F-8390 (CORRECTION) 
■ (BLACK & WHITE TRANSIT CO., 
| INC.—PURCHASE (PORTION) —’VIR¬ 
GINIA STAGE LINES, INC.), published 
I in the March 20, 1963, issue of the Fed- 
Ieral Register on page 2777. Operating 
■rights sought to be transferred should 
■have been shown only as follows: Pas- 
Isengers and their baggage, and express 
land newspapers, in the same vehicle 
■with passengers, as a common carrier, 
lover regular routes, between Pikeville, 
|Ky., and Huntington, W. Va., via Wil- 
■liamson, W. Va., over U.S. Highways 119 
land 52, serving all intermediate points. 

I By the Commission. , 

[ [seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

I [PR. Doc. 63-3454; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 2481 

motor carrier alternate route 

DEVIATION NOTICES 

March 29, 1963. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
lor operating convenience only, have 
peen filed with the Interstate Commerce 
[Commission, under the Commission’s 
deviation rules revised, 1957 (49 CFR 
H 1 1.1 (c)(8)) and notice thereof to all 
Interested persons is hereby given as 
provided in such rules (49 CFR 211.1 
[(d) (4) ). 

I Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
be filed with the Interstate Com- 
fhorce Commission in the manner and 


form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time but will not oper¬ 
ate to stay commencement of the pro¬ 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s 
deviation rules revised, 1957, will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification and protests if any 
should refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 629 (Deviation No. 9), HELM’S 
EXPRESS, INC., Irwin, Pa., filed March 
11, 1963. Attorney Richard J. Smith, 
1515 Park Building, Pittsburgh 22, Pa. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: 
Between Cincinnati and Cleveland, Ohio, 
over Interstate Highway 71, for operat¬ 
ing convenience only. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commod¬ 
ities over pertinent service routes as 
follows: From Cincinnati over U.S. 
Highway 42 via Xenia, Ohio, to London, 
Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 142 to 
West Jefferson, Ohio, thence over U.S. 
Highway 40 to Columbus, Ohio; from 
Columbus, over Ohio Highway 3 to Woos¬ 
ter, Ohio; from Wooster over Ohio High¬ 
way 5 to Akron, Ohio; and from Akron 
over Ohio Highway 8 to junction U.S. 
Highway 422, thence over U.S. Highway 
422 to Cleveland, and return over the 
same routes. 

No. MC 4963 (Deviation No. 6), JONES 
MOTOR CO., INC., 7950 Dix Avenue, 
Detroit 9, Mich., filed March 21, 1963. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: Be¬ 
tween Pontiac, Mich., and Flint, Mich., 
over Interstate Highway 75, for operat¬ 
ing convenience only. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commod¬ 
ities over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From Pontiac over U.S. High¬ 
way 10 to Flint, and return over the 
same route. 

No. MC 20824 (Deviation No. 2), COM¬ 
MERCIAL MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., OF 
INDIANA, 111 East McCarty Street, In¬ 
dianapolis, Ind., filed March 22, 1963. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions, over a 
deviation route as follows: From Terre 
Haute, Ind., over Interstate Highway 70 
to Columbus, Ohio, and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the car¬ 
rier is presently authorized to transport 
the same commodities over pertinent 
service routes as follows: From Rich¬ 
mond, Ind., over U.S. Highway 40 to Co¬ 
lumbus; and from Cincinnati, Ohio, over 
U.S. Highway 127 via Hamilton, Ohio, to 
Eaton, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 
35 to Richmond, Ind., and thence over 
U.S. Highway 40 to Terre Haute, and 
return over the same routes. 

No. MC 29894 (Deviation No. 1), 
BEARD TRUCK LINE, P.O. Box 25, Sar¬ 


dis, Miss., filed March 14, 1963. Attorney 
Edward G. Grogan, Commerce Title 
Building, Memphis 3, Tenn. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Memphis, Tenn., 
over Interstate Highway 55 to Batesville, 
Miss., and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From Sardis, Miss, over U.S. 
Highway 51 to Memphis, and return over 
the same route. 

No. MC 29964 (Deviation No. 1), 
COCHRANE TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, P.O. Box 762, 1622 Ninth Street 
Road, Richmond 6, Va., filed March 15, 
1963. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain excep¬ 
tions, over a deviation route as follows: 
From junction U.S. Highway 301 and 
Interstate Highway 95, approximately V 2 
mile north of the city limits of Richmond, 
Va., over Interstate Highway 95 to junc¬ 
tion Virginia Highway 54, thence over 
Virginia Highway 54 to junction U.S. 
Highway 1, and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over a pertinent serv¬ 
ice route as follows: From Hopewell, Va. 
over Virginia Highway 10 to junction 
U.S. Highway 1 via Richmond, Va., 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to Baltimore, 
Md., thence over U.S. Highway 40 to 
junction U.S. Highway 13 thence over 
U.S. Highway 13 to Philadelphia, Pa., 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to New York, 
N.Y. and return over the same route. 

No. MC 59894 (Deviation No. 9), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA MOTOR FREIGHT, 
INC., P.O. Box 1034, El Paso 99, Tex., 
filed February 25,1963. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Springfield, Mo., over 
Interstate Highway 44 to Strafford, Mo., 
and return over the same route for op¬ 
erating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From Tulsa, Okla., over U.S. 
Highway 66 to St. Louis, Mo., and return 
over the same route. 

No. MC 59894 (Deviation No. 10), 
TEXAS-ARIZONA MOTOR FREIGHT, 
INC., P.O. Box 1034, El Paso 99, Tex., filed 
February 25, 1963. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Tulsa, Okla., over 
Interstate Highway 44 (Will Rogers 
Turnpike) to Joplin, Mo., and return 
over the same route, for operating con¬ 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities over a 
pertinent service route as follows: From 
Tulsa, Okla., over U.S. Highway 66 to 
St. Louis, Mo., and return over the same 
route. 
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No. MC 80430 (Deviation No. 4), 
GATEWAY TRANSPORTATION CO., 
INC., LaCrosse, Wis., filed March 11, 
1963. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain excep¬ 
tions, over a deviation route as follows: 
From Chicago, HI., over U.S. Highway 66 
to junction Illinois Highway 47 at 
Dwight, Ill., thence over Illinois High¬ 
way 47 to junction U.S. Highway 54 at 
Gibson City, Ill., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 54 to junction Illinois Highway 48, 
thence over Illinois Highway 48 to 
junction U.S. Highway 66 south of 
Springfield, Ill., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 66 to St. Louis, Mo., and return 
over the same route, for operating con¬ 
venience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities over 
a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Chicago over U.S. Highway 54 to 
junction Illinois Highway 48, thence over 
Illinois Highway 48 to junction U.S. 
Highway 66, thence over U.S. Highway 
66 to Edwardsville, Ill., thence over 
Illinois Highway 159 to Collinsville, Ill., 
thence over U.S. Highway 40 to St. Louis, 
and return over the same route. 

No. MC 103435 (Deviation No. 3), 
UNITED BUCKINGHAM FREIGHT 
LINES, P.O. Box 1631, Rapid City. 
S. Dak., filed March 3, 1963. Car¬ 
rier’s representative, J. Maurice Andran, 
same address. Carrier proposes to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Davenport, Iowa, over 
Interstate Highway 80 to Lincoln, Nebr., 
and return over the same route, for oper¬ 
ating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities over pertinent service routes as 
follows: From Chicago, Ill., over U.S. 
Highway 34 to junction Illinois High¬ 
way 65, thence over Illinois Highway 65 
to Aurora, Ill., thence over Illinois High¬ 
way 31 to junction U.S. Highway 34, 
thence over U.S. Highway 34 to junction 
Illinois Highway 92, thence over U.S. 
Highway 92 via Yorktown, Ill., to Moline, 
Ill., thence over U.S. Highway 6 to Iowa 
City, Iowa, thence over U.S. Highway 
218 to Cedar Rapids, Iowa, thence over 
U.S. Highway 30 to Ames, Iowa, thence 
over U.S. Highway 69 to Des Moines, 
Iowa; from Des Moines, over U.S. High¬ 
way 6 to Omaha, Nebr., from Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, over city streets to Omaha, 
Nebr., thence over Alternate U.S. High¬ 
way 30 to Wahoo, Nebr., thence over 
U.S. Highway 77 to Lincoln; and return 
over the same routes. 

No. MC 107558 (Deviation No. 5), 
ARROW TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 
288 Kinsley Avenue, Providence 3, R.I., 
filed March 10, 1963. Carrier’s repre¬ 
sentative Russell B. Curnett, 49 Wey- 
bosset Street, Providence 3, R.I. Car¬ 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
Providence, R.I., over Rhode Island 
Highway 146 to the Rhode Island-Mas- 
sachusetts State line, thence over Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 146 to Interchange No. 


11 of Interstate Highway 90 (at or near 
Worcester, Mass.), thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 90 to Interchange No. 4 
(at or near Chicopee, Mass.), and return 
over the same route, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities over 
a pertinent service route as follows: 
From New York, N.Y., over U.S. High¬ 
way 1 via New Haven, Conn., to Boston, 
Mass, (also, from New Haven over U.S. 
Highway 5 to junction Alternate U.S. 
Highway 5, thence over Alternate U.S. 
Highway 5 to junction U.S. Highway 5, 
thence over U.S. Highway 5 to junction 
Alternate U.S. Highway 5, thence over 
Alternate U.S. Highway 5 to junction 
U.S. Highway 5, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 5 to Springfield, Mass., thence over 
U.S. Highway 20 to Boston), and return 
over the same route. 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No. MC 1501 (Deviation No. 119) THE 
GREYHOUND CORPORATION (Cen¬ 
tral Greyhound Lines Division), 1740 
Main Street, Kansas City 8, Mo., filed 
March 15, 1963. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
Chaska over Minnesota Highway 41 to 
junction U.S. Highway 169, and return 
over the same route, for operating con¬ 
venience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport passengers over a pertinent 
service route as follows: from Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn., over U.S. Highway 212 to 
junction unnumbered highway, thence 
over unnumbered highway to Carver, 
Minn., thence return over unnumbered 
highway to junction U.S. Highway 212, 
thence over U.S. Highway 212 via Glen¬ 
coe, Minn., to Granite Falls, Minn.; and 
from junction U.S. Highways 169 and 
212 over U.S. Highway 169 to Blue Earth, 
Minn., and return over the same routes. 

No. MC 1501 (Deviation No. 120), THE 
GREYHOUND CORPORATION (South¬ 
ern Greyhound Lines Division), 5260 
Peachtree Industrial Boulevard, Cham- 
blee, Ga., filed March 22, 1963. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of passengers and their 
baggage, over a deviation route as fol¬ 
lows: From Columbia, S.C. over U.S. 
Highway 321 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 26, thence over Interstate Highway 
26 to Charleston, S.C., also from Orange¬ 
burg over U.S. Highway 301 to junction 
Interstate Highway 26 immediately east 
of Orangeburg, also from junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 26 and U.S. Highway 17A 
over U.S. Highway 17A to junction U.S. 
Highway 78, and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport pas¬ 
sengers over pertinent service routes as 
follows: From Columbia, S.C., over U.S. 
Highway 21 to junction U.S. Highway 
176, thence over U.S. Highway 176 to 
junction South Carolina Highway 6, 
thence over South Carolina Highway 6 
to St. Matthews, S.C., thence over U.S. 
Highway 601 via Stilton, S.C. to Orange¬ 
burg, S.C. (also from Stilton over South 
Carolina Highway 94 to Orangeburg), 
thence over U.S. Highway 178 to junc¬ 


tion U.S. Highway 78, thence over U.S. 
Highway 78 to junction South Carolina 
Highway 173, thence over South Carolina 
Highway 173 to Ridgeville, S.C., thence 
return over said South Carolina High¬ 
way 173 to junction U.S. Highway 78, 
thence over U.S. Highway 78 to Charles¬ 
ton; from Walterboro over South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 64 to junction U.S. 
Highway 21 thence over U.S. Highway 21 
via Orangeburg to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 176; and from junction U.S. High¬ 
way 52 and 176 north of Charleston over 
U.S. Highway 176 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 601 two miles southwest of St. 
Matthews, and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 2890 (Deviation No. 27), 
AMERICAN BUSLINES, INC., 1805 
Leavenworth Street, Omaha 2, Nebr., 
filed March 11, 1963. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, of passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, over a deviation route as follows; 
From junction U.S. Highway 80 and In¬ 
terstate Highway 10 (1.3 miles east of 
McNary, Tex.), over Interstate Highway 
10 to junction Texas Farm Road 793 (2 
miles north of Fabens, Tex.), and return 
over the same route, for operating con¬ 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport passengers over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Abilene, 
Tex., over U.S. Highway 80 to El Paso, 
Tex., and return over the same route. 

No. MC 2890 (Deviation No. 26), 
AMERICAN BUSLINES, INC., 1805 
Leavenworth Street, Omaha 2, Nebr., 
filed March 11, 1963. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
junction Illinois East-West Tollway and 
Farnsworth Avenue Interchange (3 miles 
north of Aurora, Ill.), over Illinois East- 
West Tollway to junction U.S. Highway 
30, thence over U.S. Highway 30 to junc¬ 
tion Illinois Highway 47, thence over 
U.S. Highway 47 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 34 (1 mile north of Yorkville, Ill.),! 
and return over the same route, for op¬ 
erating convenience only. The notice | 
indicates that the carrier is presently I 
authorized to transport passengers over 
pertinent service routes as follows: From 
Chicago, Ill., over U.S. Highway 20 to 
junction Illinois Highway 42-A, thence 
over Illinois Highway 42-A to junction 
Alternate U.S. Highway 30, thence over 
Alternate U.S. Highway 30 to junction I 
U.S. Highway 45, thence over U.S. High- 1 
way 45 to LaGrange, Ill., thence over I 
U.S. Highway 34 to junction Illinoisl 
Highway 65 at Naperville, Ill., thence I 
over Illinois Highway 65 to Aurora, I 
thence over Illinois Highway 31 to junc-l 
tion U.S. Highway 34, thence over U.S. I 
Highway 34 to junction Illinois Highway! 
92; from Aurora over Illinois Highway! 
25 to Oswego, Ill., thence over U.S. High- 1 
way 34 to junction Illinois Highway 31, 1 
and return over the same routes. I 

No. MC 2890 (Deviation No. 28) J 
AMERICAN BUSLINES, INC., 1805 1 
Leavenworth Street, Omaha 2,’ Nebr.,1 
filed March 11, 1963. Carrier proposes tel 
operate as a common carrier, by motor I 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage I 
over deviation routes as follows: (A) I 
From Atkinson, Ill., over Interstate! 
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Highway 80 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 280, thence over Interstate Highway 
280 to junction U.S. Highway 67, thence 
over U.S. Highway 67 to Rock Island, 
HI.; (B) from junction Interstate High¬ 
way 80 and U.S. Highway 150 over U.S. 
Highway 150 to Moline, Ill.; (C) from 
junction Interstate Highway 80 and Illi¬ 
nois Highway 84, over Illinois Highway 
84 to Colona, Ill.; (D) from junction 
Interstate Highway 80 and Illinois High¬ 
way 82 over Illinois Highway 82 to Gene- 
seo, Ill., and return over the same routes, 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres¬ 
ently authorized to transport passengers 
over a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Sheffield, Ill., over U.S. Highway 
6 via Geneseo, Ill., to junction unnum¬ 
bered highway at a point approximately 
9 miles west of Geneseo, thence over un¬ 
numbered highway via Green River and 
Colona, Ill., to junction Illinois Highway 
92 at the outskirts of Silvis, Ill. (this un¬ 
numbered highway is now Illinois High¬ 
way 84 from a point 2 miles west of 
Green River), thence over Illinois High- 
I way 92 via Silvis to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 150, thence over U.S. Highway 150 
to junction U.S. Highway 67, thence over 
U.S. Highway 67 to Davenport, Iowa, and 
return over the same route. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

I [F.R. Doc. 63-3455; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.l 


[Notice 516] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

March 29,1963. 

| The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice in¬ 
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241) 
governing notice of filing of applications 
by motor carriers of property or passen¬ 
gers or brokers under sections 206, 209, 
land 211 of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and certain other proceedings with re- 
Ispect thereto. 

All hearings and prehearing confer- 
[ences will be called at 9:30 a.m., 
[United States standard time or 9:30 a.m., 
[local daylight saving time, if that time 
|is observed, unless otherwise specified. 

■Applications Assigned for Oral Hear¬ 
ing or Prehearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

I The applications immediately follow- 
ling are assigned for hearing at the time 
| a nd place designated in the notice of 
Pling as here published in each proceed¬ 
ing. All of the proceedings are subject 
P° the special rules of procedure for 
Pearing outlined below. 

■SPECIAL RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR HEARING 

I (1) All of the testimony to be adduced 
Py applicant’s company witnesses shall 
Pe in the form of written statements 
pnich shall be submitted at the hearing 
P t the time and place indicated. 

( 2) All of the written statements by 
l PPlicant’s company witnesses shall be 


offered in evidence at the hearing in the 
same manner as any other type of evi¬ 
dence. The witnesses submitting the 
written statements shall be made avail¬ 
able at the hearing for cross-examina¬ 
tion, if such becomes necessary. 

(3) The written statements by appli¬ 
cant’s company witnesses, if received in 
evidence, will be accepted as exhibits. 
To the extent the written statements 
refer to attached documents such as 
copies of operating authority, etc., they 
should be referred to in written 
statement as numbered appendices 
thereto. 

(4) The admissibility of the evidence 
contained in the written statements and 
the appendices thereto, will at the 
time of offer, be subject to the same rules 
as if the evidence were produced in the 
usual manner. 

(5) Supplemental testimony by a wit¬ 
ness to correct errors or to supply 
inadvertent omissions in his written 
statement is permissible. 

No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 135), filed 
February 19, 1963. Applicant: TRANS- 
AMERICAN FREIGHT LINE, INC., 1700 
North Waterman Avenue, Detroit 9, 
Mich. Applicant’s attorney: Howell 
Ellis, Suite 616-618 Fidelity Building, 
111 Monument Circle, Indianapolis 4, 
Ind. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Meat, meat 
products, meat by-products and dairy 
products as described in sections A and 
C of appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, serving the plant site 
of Armour & Co., located at or near West 
Point, Nebr., as an off route point in con¬ 
nection with applicants regular-route 
operations to and from Omaha, Nebr., 
and returned or rejected shipments, of 
the above described commodities, on 
return. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontneelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 93, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 21170 (Sub-No. 42), filed 
March 3, 1963. Applicant: BOS LINES, 
INC., 408 South 12th Avenue, Marshall¬ 
town, Iowa. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, and meat by-prod¬ 
ucts, and commodities used by packing¬ 
houses, as described in appendix I, sec¬ 
tions A and C, in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, 766, 
from West Point, Nebr., to Cedar Rapids, 
Clinton, Dubuque, Davenport, Des 
Moines, Marshalltown, Mason City, and 
Waterloo, Iowa, Aurora, Chicago, De 
Kalb, Milan, Moline, Rochelle, and Rock 
Island, Ill., Albert Lea, Austin, Minne¬ 
apolis, St. Paul, and Owatona, Minn., 
Kansas City, St. Joseph, St. Louis, and 
Trenton, Mo., and La Crosse, Kenosha, 
Madison, Milwaukee, and Racine, Wis. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice is restricted in that it “may not tack this 
authority with presently held authority.” 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 


No. MC 26739 (Sub-No. 34), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 14, 1963. Applicant: CROUCH 
BROS., INC., Transport Building, St. 
Joseph, Mo., Applicant’s attorney: Clar¬ 
ence D. Todd, 1825 Jefferson Place NW., 
Washington 6, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products, meat-byprod¬ 
ucts and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in Groups A 
and C of Appendix I to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the plant 
site of Armour & Company, located at or 
near West Point, Nebr., to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Iowa, Kansas, and Missouri, and 
rejected or returned shipments, of the 
above described commodities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the authority 
sought is restricted to shipments originating 
at the plant site of Armour & Company, lo¬ 
cated at or near West Point, Nebr. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 29566 (Sub-No. 75), Filed 
February 13, 1963. Applicant: SOUTH¬ 
WEST FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1400 
Kansas Avenue, Kansas City 5, Kans. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, and meat byproducts, as 
described in sections A and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 744 (restricted against any 
transportation in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the plant site of Armour & Com¬ 
pany located at or near West Point, 
Nebr., to points in Arkansas, Illinois, 
Indiana (Indiana portion of the Chicago, 
Ill., Commercial Zone only), Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Missouri, and Oklahoma, and empty 
containers or other such incidential fa¬ 
cilities (not specified) used in transport¬ 
ing the above-specified commodities and 
rejected shipments, on return. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 98), filed 
February 13, 1963. Applicant: KROB- 
LIN REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 
P.O. Box 218, Sumner, Iowa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Truman A. Stockton, Jr., The 
1650 Grant Street Building, Denver 3, 
Colo. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats 
and meat products, as described in sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificate?, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from 
the plant site of Armour and Company 
located at or near West Point, Nebr., to 
Colorado Springs, Denver, and Pueblo, 
Colo., Lawrence and Topeka, Kans., 
Joplin and Kansas City, Mo., Henrietta, 
Muskogee, Oklahoma City, Okmulgee, 
and Tulsa, Okla., Adrian, Blue Island, 
Carthage, Chicago, Dallas City, Hamil¬ 
ton, La Harpe, Pontoosuc, Quincy, and 
West Point, Ill., and points in Connecti¬ 
cut, Delaware, District of Columbia, In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Maine, Maryland, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Michigan, New Hampshire, 
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New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, and Vermont. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be- 
before Examiner Gerald P. Colfer. 

No. MC 52110 (Sub-No. 77), filed 
March 1, 1963. Applicant: BRADY 
MOTORPRATE, INC., 1223 6th Avenue, 
Des Moines, Iowa. Applicant’s attorney: 
Homer E. Bradshaw, 510 Central Na¬ 
tional Building, Des Moines 9, Iowa. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat byproducts, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in sections A and C of Appen¬ 
dix I, 61 M.C.C. 209, from the plant site 
of Armour & Co., at West Point, Nebr., 
to Aurora, Bloomington, Chicago (and 
points within 25 miles of city limits in 
Indiana and Illinois), De Kalb, East 
Alton, East St. Louis, Elgin, Joliet, Ke- 
wanee, O‘Fallon, Peoria, Rockford, 
Streator, and Waukegan, Ill., Auburn, 
Butler, Crawfordsville, Elkhart, Evans¬ 
ville, Fort Wayne, Goshen, Indianapolis, 
Kendallville, LaPayette, Ligonier, Michi¬ 
gan City, Mishawaka, South Bend, Rich¬ 
mond, Valparaiso, and Waterloo, Ind., 
points in Iowa, Ann Arbor, Bronson, De¬ 
troit, Sturgis, and Ypsilanti, Mich., 
Albert Lea, Minneapolis, Rochester, and 
St. Paul, Minn., Kansas City, St. Joseph, 
and St. Louis, Mo., and Cincinnati, 
Columbus, Dayton, Mansfield, and Mas¬ 
sillon, Ohio. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald P. Colfer. 

No. MC 52709 (Sub-No. 206), filed 
February 14, 1963. Applicant: RINGS- 
BY TRUCK LINES, INC., 3201 Ringsby 
Court, Denver 5, Colo. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, transporting: Meats, pack¬ 
inghouse products and commodities used 
by packinghouses, as described in sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, 272, (1) REGULAR 

ROUTES: Serving the plant of Armour & 
Co., at or near West Point, Nebr., as an 
off-route point in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s authorized regular route op¬ 
erations between Fremont, Nebr., and 
Sioux City, Iowa, and (2) IRREGULAR 
ROUTES: From the plant of Armour & 
Co., at or near West Point, Nebr., to 
Olympia, Seattle, and Tacoma, Wash., 
and Portland, Oreg. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 61401 (Sub-No. 4), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 21. 1963. Applicant: MARX 

TRUCK LINE, INC., 3d and Plymouth 
Streets, Sioux City, Iowa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Wallace W. Huff, 314 Security 
Building, Sioux City 1, Iowa. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, 
meat byproducts, and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses, as described 
in section A and C of Appendix I to Ex- 
Parte MC-45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, 


from West Point, Nebr., to points in the 
Chicago, Ill., Commercial Zone, Gary, 
Ind., Madison and Milwaukee, Wis., and 
Rochelle, Ill., and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not speci¬ 
fied) , used in transporting the above- 
specified commodities on return. 

Note: Applicant holds common carrier au¬ 
thority in MC 118537; therefore, dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 82492 (Sub-No. 13), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1963. Applicant: MICHIGAN 
& NEBRASKA TRANSIT CO., INC., 900 
Monroe Avenue NW., Grand Rapids 2, 
Mich. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat byproducts and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, from the plant site of Armour 
& Company located at or near West 
Point, Nebr., to points in Indiana, Michi¬ 
gan and Ohio, restricted against tacking 
with any presently held authority. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 84511 (Sub-No. 12), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 14, 1963. Applicant: COMMER¬ 
CIAL FREIGHT LINES, INC., 307-311 
East Third Street, Des Moines, Iowa. 
Applicant’s attorney: Clarence D. Todd, 
1825 Jefferson Place NW., Washington 
6, D.C. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, and meat byproducts, 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, and such commodities as are used 
by meat packers in the conduct of their 
business when destined to and for use by 
meat packers, as described in sections A, 
C and D of the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766, (1) from the plant site of Ar¬ 
mour & Company, at or near West Point, 
Nebr., to Omaha, Nebr., St. Joseph and 
Kansas City, Mo., Chicago, Springfield, 
and Joliet, Ill., Newton and Des Moines, 
Iowa, and points within 12 miles of the 
central post office, Des Moines, Iowa 
(except Altoona, Ankeny, Carlisle, Des 
Moines, and Norwalk, Iowa), and (2) 
from Chicago, Ill., to the plant site of 
Armour & Company, at or near West 
Point, Nebr. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 94265 (Sub-No. 100), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 11, 1963. Applicant: BONNEY 
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
12388-Thomas Comer Station, Norfolk, 
Va. Applicant’s attorney: E. Stephen 
Heisley, Transportation Building, Wash¬ 
ington 6, D.C. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat byproducts, 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, 766, from the plant site of 


Armour & Company, located at or near 
West Point, Nebr., to points in Virginia, 
Maryland, North Carolina, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotal 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 499), filed 
January 25, 1963. Applicant: WAT¬ 
KINS MOTOR LINES, INC., Albany 
Highway, Thomasville, Ga. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes! 
transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat byproducts, from the plant site of 
Armour & Company at or near West! 
Point, Nebr., to points in Alabama, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississppi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten¬ 
nessee, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. 


Note: Common control may be involved. I 


HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel ] 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 105813 (Sub-No. 83), filed 
February 18, 1963. Applicant: BEL- 
FORD TRUCKING CO., INC., 1299 ] 
Northwest 23d Street, Miami 42, Fla. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- ! 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 1 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts and j 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 611 
M.C.C. 209, 766, from the plant site of 
Armour & Company, at or near West 
Point, Nebr., to points in Alabama, Dela¬ 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mary¬ 
land, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia, j 
Pittsburgh, Pa., Washington, D.C., and 
Youngstown, Ohio. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel j 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. 256), filed | 
February 13, 1963. Applicant: ALTER- 
MAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 65, Allapattah Station, Miami 42, j 
Fla. Authority sought to operate as a j 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular route, transporting: Meat , 
meat products and meat byproducts and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, from the plant site of Armour & | 
Company, West Point, Nebr., to points in ; 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi, | 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be- j 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 107500 (Sub-No. 72), filed | 
March 3, 1963. Applicant: BURLING¬ 
TON TRUCK LINES, INC., 796 South 
Pearl Street, Galesburg, Ill. Applicant’s | 
attorney: Thomas J. Houser, 547 West 
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago 6, Ill 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular | 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat byproducts, articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses, and such 
commodities as are used by meat packers 
in the conduct of their business ichen 
destined to and for use by meat packers, 
as described in sections A, C, and D of the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 





Wednesday, April 3, 1963 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


3247 


Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, and 
rejected and returned shipments, serving 
the plant site of Armour and Company, 
located at or near West Point, Nebr., as 
an off-route point in connection with 
applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations to and from Fremont, Nebr. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., 
before Joint Board No. 93, or, if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 427), filed 
February 12, 1963. Applicant: RE¬ 

FRIGERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., 
290 University Avenue SW., Atlanta 10, 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Paul M. 
Daniell, Suite 214-217 Grant Building, 
Atlanta 3, Ga. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products and commodities used by pack¬ 
inghouses as described in sections A and 
C of Appendix I, Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766, from the plant site of Armour and 
Company located at or near West Point, 
Nebr., to points in Tennessee, Alabama, 
Georgia, South Carolina, and Florida. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera- 
j tlon will be restricted against tacking with 
any other authority presently held by appli¬ 
cant. Also, common control may be in¬ 
volved. 

I HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., 
before Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 110193 (Sub-No. 49), filed 
March 11, 1963. Applicant: SAFEWAY 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 4625 West 55th 
Street, Chicago, Ill. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Howell Ellis, Suite 616-618 Fi¬ 
delity Building, 111 Monument Circle, 
Indianapolis 4, Ind. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
I vehicle, over irregular routes, transport - 
I ing: Meats, meat products, meat byprod- 
I nets and articles distributed by meat 
I packinghouses, as described in sections 
I A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
I Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
I cafes, 61 M.C.C. 209, from the plant site 
I of Armour & Company, at or near West 
I Point, Nebr., to points in Pennsylvania, 
I New Jersey, New York, Massachusetts, 
I Maine, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
I Hampshire, Vermont, Maryland, and 
I Delaware, and to points in Ohio on and 
I south of U.S. Highway 20 extending from 
I the Ohio-Indiana State line to and in- 
I eluding Toledo, Ohio, and on and north 
I U.S. Highway 40, and to points in 
I Indiana on and south of U.S. Highway 
120 extending from the Indiana-Illinois 
I State line to the Indiana-Ohio State line, 
I a nd on, north and east of U.S. Highway 
152 extending from the Indiana-Illinois 
I State line to Indianapolis, Ind., and U.S. 
I Highway 40 extending from Indianapolis 
I to the Indiana-Ohio State line, and to 
I Chicago, Ill., and Washington, D.C., re- 
I stricted to no tacking or interlining at 
I the origin point. 

I HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
I Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be- 
I lore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 


No. MC 111138 (Sub-No. 33), filed 
February 11, 1963. Applicant: COLO¬ 
NIAL & PACIFIC FRIGIDWAYS, INC., 
P.O. Box 459, Storm Lake, Iowa. Ap¬ 
plicant's attorney: Donald L. Stern, 924 
City National Bank Building, Omaha 2, 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
packinghouse products and commodities 
used by packinghouses, as described in 
sections A and C of Appendix I of De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209, 766, from the plant site of 
Armour & Co., at or near West Point, 
Nebr., to points in California, Oregon 
and Washington, and to Butte and Bill¬ 
ings, Mont., Boise, Idaho, and Salt Lake 
City, Utah, and empty containers or 
other such incidential facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the above 
described commodities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera¬ 
tions are to be restricted (1) against tacking 
this authority with any other authority held 
by applicant, and (2) against interchange or 
interline with any other carrier at the origin. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 196), filed 
February 10, 1963. Applicant: MID¬ 
WEST COAST TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. 
Box 747, Wilson Terminal Building, 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Donald L. Stern, 924 City National 
Bank Building, Omaha 2, Nebr. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, packing¬ 
house products and commodities used by 
packinghouses, as described in sections A 
and C, Appendix I, in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766, from the plant site of Armour 
and Company, at or near West Point, 
Nebr., (1) to points in Washington, Ore¬ 
gon, Idaho, Montana, Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, and Nevada and Salt Lake City, 
Utah, and (2) to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, Michigan, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, and 
West Virginia, and Washington, D.C. 

Note: Applicant states the authority 
sought herein shall be restricted as follows: 
(1) Against tacking this authority with any 
other authority held by applicant, and (2) 
against interchange or interline with any 
other carrier at the origin. Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 113267 (Sub-No. 92), filed 
February 13, 1963. Applicant: CEN¬ 
TRAL & SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, 
INC., 312 West Morris Street, Caseyville, 
Ill. Applicant’s representative: Fred H. 
Figge, (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
packinghouse products, and commodities 
used by packinghouses, as described in 
parts A and C, Appendix I, in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 


M.C.C. 299 (except liquid, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles), from the plant site of 
Armour & Co., located at or near West 
Point, Nebr., to points in Alabama, Geor¬ 
gia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Virginia. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed au¬ 
thority will be restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of shipments originating at the plant 
site of Armour & Co., located at or near West 
Point, Nebr. Also, common control may be 
involved. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. 61), filed Feb¬ 
ruary .12, 1963. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat byproducts and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
fined in sections A and C of Appendix I 
to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766, from the plant site to Armour & 
Company at or near West Point, Nebr., 
to points in Connecticut, Maine, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont, Baltimore, Md., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and Wilmington, Del., re¬ 
stricted against tacking and interlining 
at West Point, Nebr. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 114457 (Sub-No. 8), filed 
March 14, 1963. Applicant: DART 

TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation, 780 
North Prior Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Charles W. Singer, 
33 North LaSalle Street, Chicago 2, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
packinghouse products and commodities 
used by packinghouses, as described in 
subsections A, C, and D, of Appendix I, 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, between 
the plant site of Armour and Company, 
located at or near West Point, Nebr., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Minne¬ 
apolis, and St. Paul, Minn., and Chicago, 
Ill. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 115915 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
February 13, 1963. Applicant: FRED E. 
HAGEN, doing business as HAGEN 
TRUCK LINE, 4120 Floyd Avenue, Sioux 
City, Iowa. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, meat by-products, 
and dairy products, as described in parts 
A and C, Appendix I in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, 
from the plant site of Armour and Com¬ 
pany, at or near West Point, Nebr., to 
points in Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, Minne¬ 
sota, Montana, North Dakota, Oregon, 
South Dakota, Washington, Wisconsin, 
and Wyoming. 
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NOTICES 


Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
erations are to be performed under continu¬ 
ing contract with Armour & Co. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 117686 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
February 13, 1963. Applicant: RAY¬ 
MOND C. HIRSCHBACH, doing business 
as HIRSCHBACH MOTOR LINES, 3324 
U.S. Highway 75 North, Sioux City, 
Iowa. Applicant's attorney: J. Max 
Harding, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meals, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, and dairy prod¬ 
ucts, as described in parts A and C, Ap¬ 
pendix I in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from the 
plant site of Armour and Company at or 
near West Point, Nebr., to points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Memphis, Tenn. 

Note : Applicant states the proposed trans¬ 
portation service will be restricted against 
tacking said authority with other authority 
held by said Carrier for the purpose of per¬ 
forming a through movement. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 118272 (Sub-No. 8), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 14, 1963. Applicant: ZUZICH 


TRUCK LINE, INC., 120 Kansas Avenue, 
Kansas City 5, Kans. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Clarence D. Todd, 1825 Jefferson 
Place NW., Washington 6, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat by-products, articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, and 
such commodities as are used by meat 
packers in the conduct of their business 
when destined to and for use by meat 
packers, as described in sections A, C, 
and D of the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766, from the plant site of Armour 
& Company, located at or near West 
Point, Nebr., to points in Missouri and 
Illinois, Kansas City, Kans., and points 
in the Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City, 
Mo., Commercial Zone as defined by the 
Commission, Bartlesville, Cleveland, 
Hominy, Pawhuska, Barnsdall, and 
Tulsa, Okla., and points in Cimarron and 
Texas Counties, Okla., points in Baca, 
Cheyenne, Kiowa, and Powers Counties, 
Colo., East Chicago and Gary, Ind., and 
Arkansas City, Kans., and rejected and 
returned shipments of the above-speci¬ 
fied commodities, on return. 

Note: Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority in MG 69752 and subs thereunder; 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 


HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be¬ 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 119741 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 11 , 1963. Applicant: KIM 

FREIGHT LINES, INC., 4234 South 
Emerald Avenue, Chicago 9, Ill. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, packing - 
house products and commodities used by 
packinghouses, as described in para¬ 
graphs A, C and D, Appendix I, in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates ,, 
61 M.C.C. 209, 766, between the plant 
site of Armour & Company, located at or 
near West Point, Nebr., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Chicago, Decatur, and 
East St. Louis, Ill., and St. Louis and 
Kansas City, Mo. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera¬ 
tions will be restricted against tacking at 
origin with other authority held by applicant 
and against interchange or interlining at 
origin. 

HEARING: May 20, 1963, at the Hotel 
Sheraton Fontenelle, Omaha, Nebr., be- 
fore Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-3456; Filed, Apr. 2, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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